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STATEMENT OF QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

I. THE QUESTION IS WHETHER, IN AN AC¬ 
TION TO REMOVE AN EXECUTOR FILED BY LEG¬ 
ATEES UNDER THE WILL OF THE DECEASED, 
THE COURT MAY ORDER HIS REMOVAL ON THE 
STATED GROUND OF CARELESSNESS WHERE 
THERE HAS BEEN NO JUDICIAL DETERMINA¬ 
TION THAT THE INVENTORY RETURNED BY 
THE EXECUTOR OMITTED ASSETS OF THE ES¬ 
TATE, AND WHERE THE COURT HAS ORDERED 
NO ADDITIONAL INVENTORY OR AN EVALUA¬ 
TION OF SUCH INVENTORY, IN DEROGATION OF 
THE PROVISIONS OF THE CODE OF THE DIS¬ 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA, WHICH SPECIFICALLY 
PROVIDES THAT THERE SHALL BE SUCH DE¬ 
TERMINATION, ADDITIONAL INVENTORY, AND 
EVALUATION. 

II. THE QUESTION IS WHETHER, IN AN AC¬ 
TION TO REMOVE AN EXECUTOR FILED BY LEG¬ 
ATEES UNDER THE WILL OF THE DECEASED, 
THE COURT MAY, AFTER AN EXPRESS FINDING 
THAT THERE WAS NO MALFEASANCE, ORDER 
HIS REMOVAL ON THE STATED GROUND OF 
CARELESSNESS WHERE SUCH GROUND FOR RE¬ 
MOVAL DOES NOT EXIST UNDER THE CODE OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, NOR UNDER THE 
CASE LAW THEREOF. 
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Jack Politz, Appellant 
v. 

Nancy Loebl, Mary Lewis, Appellees 
No. 11,938 


Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 


BRIEF FOR APPELLANT 


JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT 

This Court has jurisdiction of this appeal by reason of 
Title 28 of The United States Code, sections 1291 and 
1294. 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Mr. Louis Loebl died on August 8th, 1950. His will, 
dated November 22nd, 1949, was filed August 9th, 1950. 
Mr. LoebPs will contained general legacies amounting to 
over $3,700, as well as numerous specific legacies of 
articles of furniture, glassware, household articles and 
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miscellaneous items of wearing apparel. The inventory 
of monies and debts due the deceased, filed within two 
months of his death, showed some $22,000 of moneys 
collected. 

Mr. Jack Politz, Executor under the will of Louis Loebl 
and appellant here, filed an account on October 18, 1951. 

Mary Lewis and Nancy Loebl, appellees, excepted to 
the account returned by appellant, and sought his re¬ 
moval, alleging they had not received what they were 
bequeathed under the will although they believed the 
several articles to have been in the possession of the 
deceased at his death. 

At the hearing on the exception on November 6, 1952, 
Judge McGuire ordered appellant, Jack Politz, to file an 
inventory within ten days or suffer removal Appellant 
filed the inventory on November 15, 1952. 

A Motion for the Removal of Executor was filed by 
appellees on November 26, 1952, in which it was alleged 
that the inventory filed by the executor, pursuant to 
Judge McGuire’s order, was inaccurate and incomplete, 
in that it failed to include the items bequeathed to the 
appellees. That motion came on for hearing in the U. S. 
District Court on March 3, 1953. On July 28th, 1953, 
appellant was ordered removed as executor of the estate 
of Louis Loebl on the stated ground that he had been 
careless. 

Item Sixteenth of the Last Will and Testament of 
Louis Loebl bequeathed to Miss Mary Lewis, “the silver 
flower vase, the silver coffee set initialled “L”, my dia¬ 
mond pin and the Eastern Star diamond, and the amber 
boudoir set on the bedroom dresser.” (App. 10A ff.) 
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Item Seventeenth bequeathed to Nancy Loebl “the 
silver chest with contents, set for 8 persons, 54 pieces.” 
(10A ff.) 

Of the specific articles bequeathed appellees by Item 
Sixteenth and Seventeenth set forth above, appellees al¬ 
lege that they did not receive the silver flower vase, the 
silver coffee set initialed “L”, the diamond pin, and the 
silver chest. (App. 2A) 

Jack Politz and Louis Loehl had known each other, 
both personally and professionally, for over twenty years. 
(T. 24) Theirs was a close personal friendship, during 
the course of which one frequently visited the other 
(T. 28), and which, prior to the death of Mr. Loebl at 
the age of 72, and attained the status of a father-son 
relation. (T. 29, 203). 

During the later years of his life, particularly after 
the death of his wife, Mr. Loebl made many wills. 
(T. 29, 204) In keeping with their professional association, 
Mr. Politz couched these wills in legal language after, 
they had been substantially prepared by Mr. Loebl in 
his own words. (T. 29, 58) 

The making of a great number of wills was but one 
manifestation of Mr. LoebPs gradual “failing.” Persons 
who were closest to him testified that he would sit “day 
in and day out,” crying in front of his deceased wife’s 
picture. (T. 67, 161) Subsequent to his wife’s death, 
he gave away great quantities of her clothing and jew¬ 
elry. (T. 97, 160, 162, 164) His love for order and sys¬ 
tem was gradually forgotten. (T. 28) 

Although there were a number of wills prepared by 
Mr. Loebl, the wills themselves showed little change in 
that the chief beneficiary continued to be his niece in 
Hungary. (T. 226) 
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Item Thirteenth of Mr. Loebl’s will, which immediately 
follows specific legacies and devises, reads: “As to my 
personal property, money, silver and glassware, linen, 
wearing apparel, fnmitnre and fnmishings, I make cer¬ 
tain special beqnests, which I wish to be carried ont if yet 
available when I pass away ” This is followed by: “With 
respect to other various things remaining unbequeathed, 
I fully and with utmost confidence, leave the distribution 
and disposition of the same to Jack Polite.” (App. 10A ff) 
Later, in Item Twenty-Ninth, Mr. Loebl provides: “The 
distribution of the various bequests mentioned in this 
Testament, and other articles, household equipment, fur¬ 
nishings, etc., not mentioned herein, depend upon the 
availability of the same at the time of the execution of 
this will, and it is left to the fairness and good judgment 
of the executor of my estate as to how and in what man¬ 
ner or to what extent those available bequests should be 
substituted and distributed.” (App. 10A ff) 

It was during the preparation of this last will that Mr. 
Polite advised Mr. Loebl that he had never seen many 
of the articles included in the provisions. (T. 31, 234) 

As mentioned above, an inventory of monies and debts 
due the deceased was returned within two months of the 
death of the deceased. Upon consideration of an ap¬ 
praisal of personal effects of the deceased, Mr. Polite 
determined through inquiry at the Office of the Register 
of Wills that such an appraisal would be unnecessary, 
the property involved being valued at less than $1,000.00 
(A. 230, 245) • 

After a consideration of the expenses of transfer and 
storage compared with the rental of the apartment, it was 
decided by Mr. Polite and the attorney for the estate 


* The matter of inventories is one of the most confused in our 
Probste nractice. It has no parallel. Mersch, Probate Practice, 
Vol. 1, Sec. 1267. 
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that it would be less expensive in the long run to keep 
Mr. Loebl’s personal effects and furniture in his apart¬ 
ment during administration. (T. 59). 

Mr. Arthur Willcher, who was appointed attorney for 
the estate the day following Mr. Loebl’s death, wrote to 
each of the legatees on July 26, 1951, advising them of 
the legacy in their favor, and requesting that they make 
arrangements to pick up these articles. (T. 50) This 
letter was written before Mr. Willcher had made an in¬ 
spection or inventory of the personal effects, and was 
based entirely upon the provisions of the will (T. 251). 
It was not until the attorney advised Mr. Politz of the 
mailing of these letters, several days later, that Mr. 
Politz informed him that some of the articles mentioned 
in the will were not among Mr. Loebl’s personal property 
at his death. (T. 239). Although Mr. Politz had visited 
the apartment a number of times since Mr. Loebl’s death, 
however, he had not taken an inventory of the property 
beyond locating certain specific items pursuant to distri¬ 
bution under the will. \. r 

.During August, 1951, Miss Mary Lewis .visited-Mr. 
Loebl’s apartment with Mr. Politz, the. purpose of the 
visit being to aid Mr. Politz in identifying certain items 
there- with items in the will (T. 87). It was during 
the course of this visit that Miss Lewis searched for 
the several items bequeathed to her, i.e., the silver flower 
vase, the silver coffee set, the diamond pin, the Eastern 
Star Diamond, and the Amber Boudoir Set (T. 87). 
The Amber Boudoir Set and the Eastern Star Pin were 
located and receipted for. (T. 84, 118, 120) A silver 
flower vase fitting the description in the will was located, 
offered to Miss Lewis, and refused by her. (T. 88). 
Miss Lewis was offered a silver coffee set initialled “LL”, 
but the offer was refused for the reason that the will 
bequeathed her a coffee set initialled with a single “L”. 
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Helen Neal, a domestic servant who had been employed 
by the Loebls for over sixteen (16) years, testified that 
there was only one coffee set in the apartment at any 
time, and that it contained a double initial. (T. 146). 
Thns, of the articles bequeathed to Miss Mary Lewis 
under Mr. LoebPs will, she either actually received or was 
offered all but one, the diamond pin. Mr. Politz was 
examined as to the whereabouts of the stickpin, alleged 
to have been in his possession at the time he returned 
the inventory ordered by Judge McGuire. (T. 254-257). 
The stickpin, he testified, he had not seen since the day 
Mr. Loebl had ceased wearing it, complaining that it 
made holes in his ties. (T. 255). 

The vase and the coffee set were subsequently given 
to Mrs. Rita Zomdorf, another beneficiary under the 
will. (T. 43). 

Mr. Politz testified that although he had spent practi¬ 
cally his single life with the Loebls (T. 52) and had 
eaten with them on occasion, he had never seen the silver 
chest bequeathed to Nancy Loebl under Item seventeenth 
of Mr. LoebPs wilL (T. 52) He made a thorough 
search of the apartment after being informed of the let¬ 
ters Mr. Willcher had written to the various beneficiaries 
of the will, and was unable at that time or during subse¬ 
quent searches to locate either the silver chest or the 
other missing articles complained of. (T. 52). Miss 
Mary Lewis testified that she saw a chest of flat silver 
during the summer of 1948. Upon cross-examination she 
could not remember the make or whether it was silver- 
plate or sterling. She remembered neither seeing nor 
handling it since that summer. (T. 101). Miss Lewis 
further testified that Mr. Loebl had told her that he had 
given his jewelry to Jack Politz for safe keeping. (T. 127). 

Respondent's Exhibit #1, several pages of yellow fools¬ 
cap bearing Mr. LoebPs handwriting was introduced by 
appellant as a list of various gifts that Mr. Loebl made 
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prior to his death. These pages contained names, dates 
and articles, contended by appellant to have been given 
away to the designated person. Among the articles listed 
were clothing, jewelry (including four rings, furs and a 
wrist watch. (T. 211-219). 

STATUTES INVOLVED 

§ 20-504 (29 : 254). Concealment By Executor or 

Administrator 

If any person interested in any decedent’s estate shall 
by petition allege that the executor, administrator, or col¬ 
lector has concealed or has in his hands and has omitted 
to return in the inventory or list of debts any part of his 
decedent’s assets, and the court shall finally adjudge and 
decree in favor of the allegations of the petition, in whole 
or in part, it shall order an additional inventory or list 
of debts, as the case may be, to be returned by the execu¬ 
tor, administrator, or collector, and appraisement to be 
made accordingly, to comprehend the assets omitted, and 
the court may compel obedience to said order, and, if the 
same is not complied with, revoke the letters testamentary 
or of administration, or of collection and order the bond 
of the executor, administrator, or collector to be put in 
suit (Mar. 3, 1901, 31 Stat. 1210, ch. 854, § 124.) 

STATEMENT OP POINTS 

1. The District Court erred in removing Appellant as 
executor before taking the necessary steps as set forth in 
the District of Columbia Code which provides that if 
the court shall adjudge and decree in favor of the peti¬ 
tion, it shall order an additional inventory to be returned 
by the executor and appraisement to be made accordingly, 
to comprehend the assets omitted. 
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2. The District Court after making an express finding 
that there was no malfeasance, erred in removing the 
executor on the stated ground of carelessness, there 
existing no such ground for removal of an executor either 
under the Code of the District of Columbia or under the 
case law thereof. 

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

Appellant contends that the District Court did not have 
the power to remove him as executor of the deceased’s 
estate on the stated ground of carelessness, there existing 
no such ground for removal of an executor under the 
District of Columbia Code or case law of the District of 
Columbia. 

Appellant further contends that, assuming arguendo 
that the District Court may properly remove him for 
carelessness in the administration of the estate, the Dis¬ 
trict Court did not follow the provisions of the applicable 
sections of the District of Columbia Code requiring the 
Court to (1) adjudge or decree that the inventory re¬ 
turned by executor omitted assets of the estate, (2) order 
an additional inventory to be returned, and (3) order an 
evaluation of such further inventory to determine the 
valuation of the assets which might then be found to have 
been omitted. 

ARGUMENT 

I 

The Order Removing Appellant as Executor Was 

Improper. 

Under the statute there .may be no removal until the 
Court shall have determined by its judgment, after hear¬ 
ing in open Court, that there were assets of the estate 
which were fraudulently omitted in the inventory of the 
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fiduciary. Following such determination, the Court must 
order an additional inventory to be returned by the ex¬ 
ecutor and an evaluation of such inventory. It is this 
order to which the Court may compel obedience, and 
upon noncompliance, may order revocation of letters testa¬ 
mentary and removal of the executor. Title 20, Section 
504 , D.C. Cede. 

In the instant action, the following sequence of events 
occurred: 1) Hearing was had in the District Court upon 
exceptions to the account of the executor (Appellant) of 
the estate of the deceased Louis Loebl; 2) as a result of 
that hearing, the executor was ordered to file an inven¬ 
tory within ten days or be removed; 3) An inventory was 
filed by the executor in strict compliance with the Court’s 
order; 4) A motion for the removal of the executor was 
entered by two legatees under the will on the ground that 
the inventory filed by the executor as aforesaid was in¬ 
accurate and incomplete; and 5) An order was entered 
removing the executor for “carelessness” in the adminis¬ 
tration of his trust. 

It is at once apparent on the face of the above pro¬ 
ceedings that the Appellant was removed from his office 
in a summary manner, not pursuant to the requirements 
of the statute governing removal in such cases, but in 
derogation thereof. 

The statute above referred to, after providing that there 
shall be a hearing and adjudication by the Court of the 
claims of interested parties, provides, in the event that 
the said adjudication is in favor of the complaining 
party, that: 

“. . . it shall order an additional inventory or list of 
debts, as the case may be, to be returned by the execu¬ 
tor, administrator, or collector, and appraisement to 
be made accordingly, to comprehend the assets 
omitted, and the court may compel obedience to said 
order, and, if the same is not complied with, revoke 
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the letters testamentary or of administration or of 
collection and order the bond of the executor, admin¬ 
istrator, or collector to be put in suit.” 

There was no attempt made by the Court to “compre¬ 
hend the assets omitted” by an appraisement of those 
assets. It was never determined by the Court that the 
inventory returned by the Appellant omitted any articles 
listed in the will but not found by the Appellant among 
the assets of the estate. 

Thus Appellant, after having followed precisely the or¬ 
der of the court, was removed for “carelessness” in being 
unable to account for the whereabouts of several items of 
dubious value—articles mentioned in the. will of the de¬ 
ceased but which Appellant was unable to locate after a 
thorough search of the premises, and which were therefore 
omitted from the inventory returned. Moreover, Appel¬ 
lant was given no opportunity to personally reimburse the 
estate for such omissions as might have been found to 
exist, for, indeed, no appraisement of any assets was made 
by the Court in spite of the specific provisions of the 
statute requiring such evaluation. 

It is therefore submitted that the Court, after con¬ 
ducting a full hearing on the matter, should have made a 
finding if the evidence warranted, that Appellant’s inven¬ 
tory omitted certain articles once among the assets, and 
then, if Appellant was unable to produce them or satis¬ 
factorily explain their absence, surcharge him for' such 
loss as may have been incurred. The aforementioned con¬ 
trolling statute does not provide, expressly or by neces¬ 
sary inference, that an executor may be removed on the 
ground that the inventory returned by the executor does 
not include all the assets comprising the deceased’s estate 
at the time of his death. If such were the case, the exe¬ 
cutors would be subject to being divested of their right 
•to such office upon the happening of a burglary, act of 
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God, or such other events, outside the power of the execu¬ 
tor to prevent. 

A review of the record of proceedings in the District 
Court makes it at once apparent that the articles com¬ 
plained of as missing were disposed of by Mr. Loebl 
during his lifetime. The deceased’s “failing” mental state, 
subsequent to his wife’s death gives credence to appel¬ 
lant’s argument that those articles, which were not in hi§ 
possession when he made his last will, were included in¬ 
advertently in the provisions thereof. 

There can be found in the deceased’s will itself at least 
two provisions evidencing his own doubt as to the avail¬ 
ability of certain articles at his death and a great reliance 
upon appellant to make distribution of those available 
requests as he should deem proper. (App. 10A ff). 

Appellant’s own words and conduct, plus the very hap¬ 
pening of certain events in the sequence leading to his 
removal negative any possibility whatsoever that he mis¬ 
appropriated these articles for his own benefit. 

Assuming that there is evidence of some carelessness 
during the course of the administration complained of, 
a consideration of the actual money value of these several 

• articles shows at once that they were de minimis at best 
The maid testified that the “silver service” was the kind 

• that you did not have to polish! 

The reputation of an excellent attorney with over 
twenty (20) years’ experience at the bar is at stake for 
these insignificant articles, whose value could not be in 
excess of .005 of the total value of the estate. 

The misinterpretation of the applicable statute by the 
Court below has resulted in the abuse of legal process by 
the airing of personal antipathies in the absence of any 
legal problem of real merit or substance and has deprived 
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the Appellant of a property right whose worth is in excess 
of several thousand dollars. 

The statute was designed not to punish the careless 
executor, but to give effect to the intent of the testator 
by providing his beneficiaries with either the bequeathed 
article itself, or, in the event of its unaccountable loss, to 
place the burden of providing the money value of the ar¬ 
ticle upon him who, although entirely personally innocent, 
made the loss possible. 

The intent of the statute is clearly to vest the Court 
with such authority over the executor as will enable it to 
compel an inventory and a just accounting when the re¬ 
sponsibility for such loss has been established. 

n 

The Power to Remove an Executor for Carelessness in 
the Administration of His Trust Does Not Exist 
Under Our Statute, Either Expressly or by Inference. 

In its Memorandum and Order removing Appellant, the 
Court states: . . the Court is of the opinion that there 
is insufficient evidence to establish malfeasance on the 
part of the Executor but that there is sufficient evidence 
to establish such carelessness in the administration of his 
trust as to warrant his removal.” (App. 9A) 

It is the established law of this jurisdiction that an ex¬ 
ecutor derives his authority from the will of the deceased 
—not from the probate court—and that this authority is 
a valuable vested right, vesting at the moment of the 
testator’s death. Perkins v. Berger, 79 U.S. App. D.C. 286, 
156 F. 2d 846; Hawley v. Hawley, 72 App. D.C. 357, 114 
F. 2d 505; Hutchins v. Hutchins, 48 App. D.C. 286; Guth¬ 
rie v. Welch, 24 App. D.C. 562; Tuohy v. Harlem, 18 App. 
D.C. 225. 
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It being thus evident that a nominated executor has a 
valuable vested interest in that office, from the date of 
the death of the testator, and that his authority proceeds 
from the will and not by law, it follows that he cannot 
be removed except upon one or more of the grounds spe¬ 
cifically set forth in the statutes. 

All of the statutory criteria for removal of an executor 
in the District of Columbia have been collected and set 
forth in Hawley v. Hawley , supra , and are as follows: (1) 
Failure to file additional bond required by the court (20- 
108; 20-302); (2) failure of a nonresident fiduciary to file 
power of attorney (20-118); (3) wasting assets of the 
estate (20-302); (4) selling, pledging or disposing of as¬ 
sets without order of court (18-602); (5) concealment of 
assets (20-504); (6) failure to return an account within 
the time allowed (20-603); (7) failure to invest funds as 
ordered by the court (11-513); (8) misconduct or negli¬ 
gence of a co-executor, co-administrator, or co-collector 
(20-107). Appellant has been unable to discover additional 
grounds established since the Hawley case was decided in 
1940. 

An examination of the sections of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia Code set forth above and a careful comparison 
thereof with the pleadings on record in the instant action 
discloses that the only ground upon which Appellees could 
conceivably base their motion is (5) “Concealment of as¬ 
sets (20-504).” It thereupon becomes necessary only to 
examine the Memorandum and Order issued by the Court 
below to eliminate that ground. In that order, the Court 
stated, . . there is insufficient evidence to establish mal¬ 
feasance on the part of the Executor . . Evidence be¬ 
low disclosing concealment of assets would have precluded 
such a finding. That finding that there was no malfeas¬ 
ance removes the single ground upon which Appellees 
seem to rely. 







Putting aside, momentarily, the argument, legally suf¬ 
ficient in itself, that the statute governing removal of ex¬ 
ecutors must be strictly construed, the question here goes 
to a much more fundamental level. There the true ques¬ 
tion is: Will the Court ignore the testamentary desire of 
the deceased and remove as executor of his estate one 
whom the testator had known and treated as a son for 
about thirty years, on the ground that the executor could 
not account for the 'whereabouts of several articles of 
little or no intrinsic value lost during the administration 
of the estate (which consisted of much property of sub¬ 
stantial value), or will the Court respect the intent of the 
deceased and satisfy the requirements of proper adminis¬ 
tration procedure by surcharging the executor for the 
value of any assets, for the loss of which there might be 
no satisfactory explanation? The Court found and the 
record clearly demonstrates that there is no question of 
concealment of assets here. 

The only question is -whether this executor should be 
given the opportunity to make good any losses for which 
he allegedly was responsible—an opportunity provided by 
necessary inference from the controlling statute, but 
which was summarily denied Appellant. 

“The construction urged by the petitioners is one of 
excessive rigor, which would practically work a con¬ 
fiscation of valuable rights, a disregard of the ex¬ 
pressed wishes of testators and an injury to the ad¬ 
ministration of the estate. The position of an execu¬ 
tor is a valuable office from which he should not be 
deposed without the opportunity of defense.” In Re 
Estate of Patten, 18 D.C. Reports, 7 Mackey 392, 400 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reason it is respectfully submitted 
that the order of the Court below, removing Appellant as 
executor should be vacated and that Court directed to 
order an additional inventory of the estate, a determina¬ 
tion of the assets omitted therefrom and an appraisment 
of those assets. 


William T. Hainan 
Ralph F. Berlow 
Attorneys for Appellant 
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355 Filed Feb 26 1952 Theodore Cogswell 
Register of Wills, D. C. Clerk of Probate Court 

IN THE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
HOLDING PROBATE COURT 

ESTATE OF Louis Loebl, Deceased 
No. 75972 

Exceptions To Account of Executor 

Now come Nancy Loebl and Mary Lewis, legatees under 
the will of Louis Loebl, deceased, by their attorneys, and 
except to the Account of Jack Politz, Executor, filed 
herein October 18, 1951, and object to the approval and 
allowance of such Account, upon the following grounds: 

1. Item SEVENTEENTH of the will of the decedent 
provided “I give, devise and bequeath unto Nancy Loebl, 
5861 North Sheridan Road, Chicago, Illinois, the silver 
chest with contents, set for 8 persons, 54 pieces. In case 
Nancy marries during my lifetime, the chest will be sent 
to her by myself.” 

Nancy Loebl has never married and. she is advised and 
believes that the aforesaid chest with contents was in the 
possession of the deceased on the date of his death; but 
she has not received the chest or its contents. 

2. Item SIXTEENTH of the will of the decedent pro¬ 
vided “I give, devise and bequeath unto Miss Mary Lewis, 
624 Ingraham St., N. W., Wash., D.C. a faithful friend, 
the silver flower vase, the silver coffee set initialed “L”, 
my diamond pin and the Eastern Star diamond, and the 
amber boudoir set on the bedroom dresser.” 
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Mary Lewis has not received the silver flower vase, the 
silver coffee set initialed “L”, or the diamond pin, 
356 thus bequeathed to her, although she is advised and 
believes that these articles were in the possession 
of the decedent on the date of his death. 

3. The Account of Jack Politz, Executor, contains the 
item “Miscellaneous household furniture disbursed to lega¬ 
tees—1,000.00”, thus indicating that all property specifi¬ 
cally bequeathed by the will has been distributed. As 
appears hereinabove, however, such is not the case. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BINGHAM, COLLINS, PORTER & KISTLER 

By /s/ Roger Robb 
Roger Robb 
921 Tower Building 
Washington 5, D. C. 
Telephone: District 2141 
Attorneys for Nancy Loebl 
and Mary Lewis 
• • • • 

361 Filed Nov 7 1952 Theodore Cogswell 
Register of Wills, D. C. Clerk of Probate Court 

Order 

This matter came on for hearing upon the Exceptions 
to the Account of Jack Politz, Executor, filed by Nancy 
Loebl and Mary Lewis, legatees under the will of Louis 
Loebl, deceased; and Jack Politz, Executor, having ap¬ 
peared in open Court with counsel, and the Court having 
heard the arguments and representations of counsel for 
Nancy Loebl and Mary Lewis and of counsel for Jack 
Politz, Executor, and for good cause shown, it is by the 
Court this 7th day of November, 1952, 
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ORDERED: 1. That Jack Politz, Executor, be and he 
is hereby ordered and directed to file, within ten days 
after the date of the entry of this Order, an inventory of 
all personal property coming into his hands as such execu¬ 
tor upon the death of Louis Loebl, deceased; and, 

2. That in default of compliance with the foregoing 
provisions of this Order, or any of them, within ten days 
after the date of the entry hereof, Jack Politz, Executor, 
shall stand removed and his undertaking shall continue in 
full force and effect; and, 

3. That the Court retains jurisdiction of this cause for 
such further orders as may be necessary and appropriate. 

/s/ Mathew F. McGuire 
Judge 

Nov. 7th, 1952 
No objection as to form 
Arthur L. Willcher 
Attv for Executor 

•i 

• • • • 

362 Filed Nov 15 1952 Theodore Cogswrell 
Register of Wills, D. C. Clerk of Probate Court. 

Inventory of Personal Property 

1. Small box similar to minature trunk containing mis¬ 
cellaneous collar buttons, studs, cuff links, wire, tacks 
and similar items 

2. One leather top coffee table 

3. One lamp table 

4. One brief case 

5. Three traveling bags 

6. One Motorola Television set 

7. Group miscellaneous tools 

8. Tw’o table lamps and tables 


n 
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9. One flowered dish 

10. One Sessions electric clock 

11. One Big Ben alarm clock 

12. Miscellaneous books and stand 

13. Miscellaneous ash trays 

14. Two china saucers 

15. One marble top pedestal or stand 

16. One Mah Jong set 

17. One plain glass vase 

18. Photographs 

19. One Family Album 

20. Two desk lamps 

21. Miscellaneous bric-a-brac 

22. One Eastern Star Diamond insignia 

23. One Amber Boudoir set 

24. One Mahogonv desk 

25. One mahogonv table 

26. One telephone desk and chair 

27. One oak bedroom set of four pieces 

28. One table radio 

363 29. Several floor coverings (rugs) 

30. One living room set of divan and two soft 
chairs 

31. One flower vase 

32. One coffee set with tray, initialed L.L. 

33. Seven chairs 

34. One cabinet 

35. One Buffet 

36. One dining room set (table, buffet, four chairs) 

37. Miscellaneous table flatware 

38. Table cloths 

39. Napkins 

40. One cocktail shaker set 

41. Liquors 

42. One glass bowl 

43. Two engraved candle holders 
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• • • • 
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44. One leaf designed dish 

45. Five miscellaneous soup spoons 

46. One large soup server 

47. One odd fork 

48. One odd sugar spoon 

49. One portrait of father of Louis Loebl 

50. One portrait of mother of Louis Loebl 

51. One gray shawl 

52. Miscellaneous personal clothing and apparel 

53. Bed linens and table linens 

54. One electric toaster 

55. Miscellaneous odd dishes 

56. Miscellaneous personal papers, pictures, receipts, etc. 

57. One Wooden wardrobe 

/s/ Jack Politz 
Jack Politz 

Subscribed and sworn to before 
me this 14th day of November, 1952. 

/s/ Francis 0. Boswell 
Notary Public, D.C. 

• • • • 

364 Filed Nov 26 1952 Theodore Cogswell 
Register of Wills, D. C. Clerk of Probate Court 

Motion For Removal of Executor 

Now come Nancy Loebl and Mary Lewis, legatees un¬ 
der the will of Louis Loebl, deceased, and respectfully 
move the Court to enter an order removing Jack Politz 
as executor of the will of Louis Loebl, deceased. The 
grounds of this motion are as follows: 

1. On November 7, 1952, after hearing in open Court, 
Judge McGuire of this Honorable Court entered the fol¬ 
lowing Order: 


“1. That Jack Politz, executor, be and he is hereby- 
ordered and directed to file, within ten days after the 
date of the entry of this Order, an inventory of all per¬ 
sonal property coming into his hands as such executor 
upon the death of Louis Loebl, deceased; and, 

“2. That in default of compliance with the foregoing 
provisions of this Order, or any of them, within ten days 
after the date of the entry hereof, Jack Politz, executor, 
shall stand removed and his undertaking shall continue in 
full force and effect; and, 

“3. That the Court retains jurisdiction of this cause 
for such further orders as may be necessary and appro¬ 
priate.” 

2. On November 15, 1952, Jack Politz, executor, filed 
an “Inventory of Personal Property” in purported com¬ 
pliance with the aforesaid Order. 

3. The inventory filed by the executor as aforesaid is 
inaccurate and incomplete, in that: 

(1) The inventory fails to list the watch, ring and 
FBI service keys of the deceased. In a deposition 

365 given March 4, 1952, and on file in this cause, how¬ 
ever, the executor testified that such watch, ring 
and service keys came into his possession as executor 
upon the death of the deceased, and that he still had in 
his possession the ring and watch and perhaps also the 
service keys. 

(2) The inventory fails to list a large silver tray, 
bequeathed to Rita Zomdorf by Item FIFTEENTH of 
the will of the deceased. In his deposition of March 4, 
1952, however, the executor testified that after the death 
of Louis Loebl, and on or before April 3, 1951, he ex- 
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amined the effects of the deceased and found such large 
silver tray among them. 

(3) The inventory fails to list the silver flower vase, 
the silver coffee set initialed “L”, and the diamond pin 
bequeathed to Miss Mary Lewis by Item SIXTEENTH of 
the will of the deceased. 

(4) The inventory fails to list the silver chest with 
contents, set for 8 persons, 54 pieces, bequeathed to Nancy 
Loebl by Item SEVENTEENTH of the will of the de¬ 
ceased. 

(5) The inventory fails to list the cut glass table set 
(in cabinet) complete for 8 persons, 32 pieces, bequeathed 
to Corinne Spolanskv by Item EIGHTEENTH of the will 
of the deceased. 

(6) The inventory fails to list the Bavarian China set 
for 12 persons, 104 pieces (in the left dinette cabinet and 
in the living room cabinet) bequeathed to Gyuri and 
Kati Goda by Item NINETEENTH of the will of the de¬ 
ceased. 

(7) The inventory fails to list “our second silver chest 
with contents, (in the dinette, in black case) for 6 per¬ 
sons, 59 pieces” bequeathed to Mrs. Oily Goda by Item 

TWENTIETH of the will of the deceased. 

366 (8) The inventory fails to list the “square heavy 

cut glass vase (on the dinette cabinet right) and 
the round heavy cut glass vase (on the dinette cabinet 
left), as well as the heavy cut glass bowl (on dinette 
table)”, bequeathed to Mrs. Blanche Hollander bv Item 
TWENTY-FIRST of the win of the deceased. 

(9) The movants are advised and believe and there¬ 
fore allege that all of the aforesaid articles were the prop¬ 
erty of Louis Loebl and in his possession upon his death, 
when they came into the hands of Jack Politz as his ex- 


9 A 


ecutor; and that Jack Politz has failed to return such 
assets in his inventory filed as aforesaid. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BINGHAM, COLLINS, PORTER & KISTLER 
By /s/ Roger Robb 
Roger Robb 

• • * • 

368 Filed Jul 28 1953 Theodore Cogswell 
Register of Wills, D. C. Clerk of Probate Court 

Memorandum and Order 

On motion of legatees to remove the Executor, the Court 
is of the opinion that there is insufficient evidence to 
establish malfeasance on the part of the Executor but that 
there is sufficient evidence to establish such carelessness 
in the administration of his trust as to warrant his re¬ 
moval 

Therefore, it is by the Court this 28th day of July, 
1953 

ORDERED that the present Executor, Jack Politz, be 
and he hereby is removed and that such further proceed¬ 
ings be had in this case as may be necessary. 

/s/ H. W. Schweinhaut 
United States District Judge 

339 Filed Aug 9 1950 

Theodore Cogswell Register of Wills, D. C. 

Clerk of Probate Court 

LAST WILL AND TESTAMENT OF 
LOUIS LOEBL 

I, Louis Loebl, of the City of Washington, District of 
Columbia, being of sound and disposing mind, memory 
and understanding, do hereby make, publish and declare, 
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this instrument in writing, as and for my Last Will and 
Testament, hereby revoking any former wills by me at 
any time heretofore made and published. 

FIRST: I appoint and name as the executor of my 
estate, to serve without bond, Jack Politz, Attorney, a 
loyal friend, of Washington, District of Columbia, and he 
shall have the exclusive right and authority to dispose 
of my property at his discretion and good judgment, and 
in -accordance with the specific bequests, more particu¬ 
larly hereinafter mentioned. 

SECOND: I direct my executor to pay off and dis¬ 
charge any and all just debts that may be due and owing 
by me at the time of my decease, as soon thereafter as 
may be practicable, including my entire funeral expenses 
whatsoever the amount thereof may be, even though such 
funeral expenses may exceed the statutory amount al¬ 
lowed for such purpose under the laws in force in the 
District of Columbia, at the time of my death, and that 
the said funeral expenses shall be covered by the pro¬ 
ceeds from my New York Life Insurance Policy Number 
6315253. 

THIRD: It is my wish and desire that my remains 
shall be cremated and reduced to ashes: “Mememto 
Homo; qui la pulvis es et in pulverim reverteris.” There¬ 
after, a suitable container shall be filled with my ashes 
and taken by my good friends, Jack Politz and Harold 
Long, to Chicago, Illinois, and in the presence of my 
friends there be strewn over the grave of my departed 
wfife (grave No. 2, section No. 3, lot No. 53, First Hun¬ 
garian Cemetery, Forrest Park, Hlinois.) 

340 It is my wish that all expenses in connection 
with the travel, etc., to and in Chicago, shall be paid 
out of my estate. 
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The following are my specific bequests: (To be dis¬ 
tributed, providing funds remaining at the time of my 
death, and at the discretion of my executor, make this 
possible.) 

FOURTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Carrie 
Rose, 180 Vermilya Avenue, New York, N. Y., One Thou¬ 
sand ($1,000.00) Dollars. 

FIFTH: I give, devise, and bequeath unto Lena Rose, 
daughter of Ralph Rose, c/o Carrie Rose, 180 Vermilya 
Avenue, New York, N. Y., Five Hundred ($500.00) Dol¬ 
lars. 

SIXTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Regina 
Politzer, Akron, Ohio, c/o Carrie Rose, Five Hundred 
($500.00) Dollars. 

SEVENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Law¬ 
rence Politz, c/o Jack Politz, Washington, D. C., Two 
Hundred ($200.00) Dollars. 

EIGHTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Joannie 
Politz, c/o Jack Politz, Washington, D. C., Two Hundred 
($200.00) Dollars. 

NINTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Mrs. Mary 
Fay, my third cousin, 915 S. W. 7th Street, Miami, Flor¬ 
ida, Five Hundred ($500.00) Dollars. 

TENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Helen 
Neal, our faithful maid, c/o Jack Politz, One Hundred 
and Fifty ($150.00) Dollars, provided she is still in my 
employ at the time of my decease. 

ELEVENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto my old 
friend, Bill Frederick, 1213 Crittenden Street, N. W., 
the sum of One Hundred ($100.00) Dollars, this sum to 
be paid to him in full 

TWELFTH: I herewith authorize Jack Politz, the ex¬ 
ecutor of my estate, to carry on negotiations with Geo. S. 
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Kolettis, realtor, 228 N. LaSalle Street, Chicago, HI., or 
with others for the sale of my property near Chicago, 
known as Lot No. 146, size 50 x 146, being the third lot 
from the northeast corner of Southland and Glenwood 
Avenues on Glenwood Avenue, deed recorded April 
341 3, 1931, Document #367927, at Highland Park Gar¬ 

dens, Lake County, Waukegan, Illinois. The lot is 
all paid for and my equity therein is $2,654.69. It is my 
desire that Mr. Politz communicate regularly every year 
in early May with Lebowitz Co., Inc., Superintendent of 
Jewish Cemeteries, 1203 S. Desplaines Ave., Forrest 
Park, Ill., and arrange for the yearly maintenance of my 
wife’s grave. All expenses connected with this, including 
expenses, fees, etc., incurred by Mr. Politz, shall be cov¬ 
ered from the amount realized from the sale of my prop¬ 
erty at Highland Park Gardens. 

THIRTEENTH: As to my personal property, money, 
silver and glassware, linen, wearing apparel, furniture 
and furnishings, I make certain special bequests, which I 
wish to be carried out if yet available when I pass away. 
With respect to other various things remaining unbe¬ 
queathed, I fully and with utmost confidence, leave the 
distribution and disposition of the same to Jack Politz. 

FOURTEENTH: I leave all the remaining funds, 
after deducting all expenses of whatever nature, to my 
niece, Jelka Erdesz, in Budapest. She will, of course, let 
her family share in the same in whatever proportion she 
sees fit and just. Jelka shall also get all my good wear¬ 
ing apparel, linens, bedding, silverware, etc., not specific¬ 
ally bequeathed herein. In the matter of transmitting 
money and other things, or in communicating with my 
niece, Jelka Erdesz in Budapest, or in anywise disposing 
of the things bequeathed to her and/or referred to above, 
it is my wish and suggestion that my very dear friend, 
Geza Goda, be contacted and his cooperation solicited. 
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Mr. Goda is very familiar with conditions in Hungary, 
knows the ins and outs of the modes of communication, 
transmittal and shipping to Budapest, and has been most 
kind and gracious to Jelka and her family when he vis¬ 
ited her in Budapest not long ago. His kindness 
342 and generosity have always touched our hearts 
very deeply, and we shall always pray for his well¬ 
being. Mr. Goda’s address is: 604-11th Street, N. W., 
Washington, D. C., telephone National 8621, or 2917 
Pennsylvania Avenue, S. E., Washington, D. C., telephone 
Victor 7503. 

FIFTEENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Rita 
Zorndorf of Chicago, Illinois, the large silver tray, the 
silver flower vase and the silver coffee set with tray, ini¬ 
tialed L.L. 

SIXTEENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Miss 
Mary Lewis, 624 Ingraham St., N. W., Wash., D. C. a 
faithful friend, the silver flower vase, the silver coffee set 
initialed “L”, my diamond pin and the Eastern Star 
diamond, and the amber boudoir set on the bedroom 
dresser. 

SEVENTEENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto 
Nancy Loebl, 5861 North Sheridan Road, Chicago, Illi¬ 
nois, the silver chest with contents, set for 8 persons, 54 
pieces. In case Nancy marries during my lifetime, the 
chest will be sent to her by myself. 

EIGHTEENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto 
Corinne Spolansky, 924 West End Avenue, Apartment 92, 
New York City, the cut glass table set (in cabinet) com¬ 
plete for 8 persons, 32 pieces. 

NINETEENTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto 
Gyuri and Kati Goda, c/o Geza Goda, the Bavarian 
China set for 12 persons, 104 pieces (in the left dinette 
cabinets and in the living room cabinet.) 
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T WENTIETH: I give, devise and bequeath unto Mrs. 
Oily Goda, c/o Mr. Geza Goda, our second silver chest 
with contents, (in the dinette, in black case) for 6 persons, 
59 pieces. Also three complete sets of table linen and 
the electric toaster; also, the mahogany desk (in the liv¬ 
ing room), the mahogany table (in the bedroom), and 
the telephone desk with chair. 

343 TWENTY-FIRST: I give, devise, and bequeath 
unto Mrs. Blanche Hollander, Majestic Apart¬ 
ments, our charming and devoted friend, the square heavy 
cut glass vase (on the dinette cabinet right) and the 
round heavy cut glass vase (on the dinette cabinet left), 
as w’ell as the heavy cut glass bow! (on dinette table) and 
the two engraved candle holders. 

TWENTY-SECOND: I give, devise and bequeath to 
my loyal friend, Carl Voelker, in the F.B.I., the silver 
cocktail shaker set, with my remaining stock of liquor. 

TWENTY-THIRD: I give, devise and bequeath unto 
Helen Neal, our maid for the past sixteen years, pro¬ 
vided she is still in my employ at the time of my decease, 
the dining room set now in the dinette, consisting of 
table, buffet, 4 chairs, silverware in the first drawer and 
three table cloths with eight napkins. It is my wish, 
however, that of the silverware, the few pieces that were 
taken from the black case silver chest, be returned 
thereto. 

TWENTY-FOURTH: I give, devise and bequeath 
unto Jack and Helen Politz, the hand-carved mahogany 
dining room set, consisting of buffet (in bed room), six 
chairs and cabinet (in living room), also the two table 
lamps (red and the green) with tables, and any other 
articles unbequeathed which they can use for their new 
home. 
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TWENTY-FIFTH: It is my wish that the following 
things of personal, sentimental value, be shipped, through 
Mr. Goda, to Jelka Erdesz: The oil portraits of my 
father and mother; my family album (in the first drawer 
of my desk); the gray shawl in the bottom drawer of 
the large buffet in the bedroom, which my wife and I 
cherished so tenderly. My mother knitted the shawl while 
we were sitting with her in the old homestead in Hun¬ 
gary, way back in 1908, when we spent our honeymoon 
there. 

344 TWENTY-SIXTH: My wearing apparel, suits, 
overcoats, shirts, collars, neckties, underwear and 
shoes should be given to the Hebrew Home for the aged. 
Some of the things should be given to Mrs. Saxton, the 
resident manager of the Chalfonte, for distribution among 
the colored help. 

TWENTY-SEVENTH: I give, devise and bequeath 
unto Mrs. Oily Goda, c/o Mr. Geza Goda, my oak bedroom 
set consisting of four pieces, and radio; also my living 
room set of divan, two upholstered chairs and radio, as 
well as all rugs in the bedroom, living room, dinette and 
halL 

TWENTY-EIGHTH: I give, devise and bequeath unto 
my two loyal friends, Harold Long and Geza Goda, the 
sums of Threee Hundred ($300.00) Dollars, each. 

TWENTY-NINTH: It is understood that the bequests 
specified in paragraphs 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 28, are to 
be paid out of the funds of my estate,which will also in¬ 
clude the proceeds from my two F.B.I. insurance policies, 
namely Special Agents Insurance Fund, Ten Thousand 
($10,000.00) Dollars and Special Agents Mutual Benefit 
Association Certificate, Five Thousand ($5,000.00) Dol¬ 
lars, respectively. These two sums will be due to my 
estate in the event my death occurs while I am still in 
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the employ of the F.B.I. In the event, however, that my 
death occurs after I have severed connections with the 
and the above mentioned two insurance policies 
become null and void, it will be the task of the executor 
of my estate to proportionate the bequests specified in 
paragraphs 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 28, in accordance with 
the funds available at the time of my demise. 

The distribution of the various bequests mentioned in 
this Testament, and other articles, household equipment, 
furnishings, etc., not mentioned herein, depend upon the 
availability of the same at the time of the execution of 
this will, and it is left to the fairness and good judg¬ 
ment of the executor of my estate as to how and 
345 in what manner or to what extent those available 
bequests should be substituted and distributed. 

It is my absolute wish and desire that my executor, 
Jack Politz, and my good friend, Geza Goda, avail them¬ 
selves, from my estate, of a fair and just recompensation 
in return for the work and services performed in the 
execution of this will. 

In conclusion, I should mention for the assistance of 
my executor, the following: 

(1) My papers, bankbooks, and whatever documents, 
etc., I have, are in the custody of Jack Politz. 

(2) At the present time I have a savings account in 
the Perpetual Building Association, balance approxi¬ 
mately $7,500.00; a checking account in the Liberty Na¬ 
tional Bank, balance approximately $600.00; Insurance:— 
New York Life—$1,000.00; F.B.I. Agents Insurance Fund, 
$10,000.00. (This amount is due immediately upon my 
death while in F.B.I. employment); Special Agents Mu¬ 
tual Benefit Association Certificate, $5,000.00, due upon 
my death, while in the service of the F.B.I.; also a double 
indemnity accident insurance. 
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And so this is all.—With Tennyson, I say: 

“May there be no sadness of farewell, when I embark.” 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed 
my name and affixed my seal to this, my Last Will and 
Testament, in the city of Washington, District of Colum¬ 
bia, this 22nd day of November, 1949. 

/s/ Louis Loebl (SEAL) 

Louis Loebl 


The foregoing instrument was signed, sealed, pub¬ 
lished and declared by the said testator, Louis Loebl, 
as and for his Last Will and Testament, in his presence 
and in the presence of each of us, and we, at his re¬ 
quest, at the same time, in his presence, and in 
345 the presence of each other, have hereunto sub¬ 
scribed our names as attesting witnesses thereto; 
this attestation clause having first been read aloud to 
us in the presence of each other and in the presence of 
the above-named testator, he, having first signed, and we 
initialed the foregoing pages hereof, numer 1 to 8, inclu¬ 
sive, for identification. 

/s/ George C. Duffy 
George C. Duffy 
1116 South Thomas St 
Arlington, Va. 

/s/ William C. Ryan 
William C. Ryan 
21 Bryant St N. E., 

Wash., D. C. 


I 


/a/ Carl S. Voelker 
Carl S. Voelker 
1616 Abingdon Dr. 
Alex. Va. 


November 22,1949 


No. 11,938 

SUPPLEMENTAL JOIST APPENDIX 

SttttpiJ States (Emtrl of Appeals 

Fob the Distbict of Columbia Cibcuit 


Jack Politz, Appellant, 


vs. - 


Nancy Loebl, et al.. Appellees. 


Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 


Onited States Court of Appeals 
For the 

District of Columbia Circuit 



Wilson - Ernes Pkintimo Co. - re 7-0003 - Washington 1. D. c. 



INDEX 


, PAGE 

Mary B. Lewis_ 18 A 

Direct Examination_ 18 A 

Cross Examination _ 24 A 

Redirect Examination_ 30 A 

Helen Neal__ 35 A 

Direct Examination _ 35 A 

Cross Examination _ 42 A 

Further Cross Examination__ 50 A 

Blanche Hollander Ride_ 50 A 

Direct Examination _ 50 A 

Jack Politz _ 57 A 

Direct Examination_ 57 A 

Cross Examination _ 66 A 

Direct Examination_ 75 A 

Arthur L. Willcher. 73 A 

Direct Examination _ 73 A 

Cross Examination _ 75 A 


t- 


















Httftrfk States (Eirart of Appeals 

Foe the District of Columbia Circuit 


No. 11,938 


Jack Politz, Appellant, 
vs. 

Nancy Loebl, et al., Appellees. 


Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 


SUPPLEMENTAL JOINT APPENDIX 


2 A 


• • • • 

23 THE COURT: No. 

MR. ROBB: This will was dated, if the Court 
please, November 22, 1949, and filed August 9, 1950. 

May I now offer portions of the deposition of Mr. 
Politz ? 

THE COURT: Yes. 

• • • • 

24 Mr. Kistler, will you start on page 2? 
(Whereupon, Mr. Robb read the questions pro¬ 
pounded to Mr. Politz at the time of the taking cf his 
deposition on March 4, 1952; and Mr. Kistler read the 
answers given by Mr. Politz at that time, as follows): 

“Q Will you give us your full name for the record? 
A Jack Politz. 

“Q And your office address? A 1010 Vermont Ave¬ 
nue, N. W. 

“Q Your home? A 1361 Locust Road, N. W.” 

• • • • 

MR. KISTLER: Yes, sir. 

MR. ROBB: “Your occupation, sir? A Attorney at 
law. 

“Q How long have you been a member of the bar? A 
Actively since 1930. 

“Q You are the same Jack Politz who is the executor 
in the estate of Louis Loebl? A I am. 

“Q Of course you knew Mr. Loebl during his lifetime? 
A I knew him better than twenty years. 

25 “Q Did you know him sociably or professionally 
or both? A I knew him both. 

“Q Would you say you knew him intimately? A I 
would say so. 

“Q Where did he live during the last or toward the 
last years of his life? A The Chalfonte Apartments. 

“Q Do you recall the number of his apartment? A 
I believe it was 404. 
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“Q How long had he lived there prior to his death, or 
do you know? A I don’t know. 

“Q Was it a matter of years? A I know it was quite 
a number of years. 

“Q Did you used to visit him there frequently? A 
I did. 

“Q During the last year or so of his life he lived 
alone? A He did. 

“Q How old was he when he died? A Seventy-two 
to the best of my recollection. 

“Q What was his occupation? A Special agent for 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

“Q Do you know how long he held that posi- 

26 tion? A I would say approximately thirty-two 
years. 

• • • • 

MR. ROBB: “Q Can you describe for us the apart¬ 
ment where Mr. Loebl lived in the Chalfonte Apartments? 
A It was on the fourth floor. You came into the apart¬ 
ment and I believe to the right was a clothes closet, to the 
left was a bathroom. As you went in to your left you 
had the bathroom first and then the bedroom and then if 
you proceeded right you had the clothes closet and then 
the living room and in the living room he also had a door 
that entered into the clothes closet, and then from the 
living room you went into the dinette and to the right 
the kitchen. 

“Q What about the furnishings? A The furnish¬ 
ings, to the best of my recollection, the living room had 
a desk with a table, that is the desk was one that could 
lock. When you opened the desk, why, a leaf would come 
down so you could write on it. Then he had a large 
cabinet and also had a davenport or a sofa and had a 
television set, and had a little radio. I believe he 

27 had a little stand there with little handbooks or 
reading books and I believe he had two other 

chairs there. He had pictures on the wall. 



• “Q Without going into detail was the apartment com¬ 
pletely furnished? A I would say it was furnished. 

“Q Mrs. Loebl died about a year before he did? A 
If I remember correctly, Mrs. Loebl died in 1948.” 

• • • • 

28 “Q What can you tell us about Mr. Loebl’s 
habits of life, was he a careful precise man or 

otherwise? A I don’t understand what you mean. 

“Q Was he careful in his housekeeping and the man¬ 
agement of his apartment? A I would say up until Mrs. 
Loebl died he was the type of man that was particularly 
immaculate beyond question, particularly immaculate in 
and about the house and most precise about everything. 
After Mrs. Loebl died he seemed to be losing that little 
by little until finally he appeared to lose quite a bit 
of it. 

“Q You are not suggesting he was not competent of 
course? A I have not said that, no, but he was simply 
losing interest, so to speak. 

• • • • 

29 “Q I believe you drew his will? A I did sir. 
“Q That was the will filed for probate? A 

That was one of the many wills I drew up. 

“Q You drew many of them? A I did sir. 

• • • • 

“Q Could you look right now? A Well, if you 

30 want to wait I will. 

“Q Sure. 

“(Whereupon the witness left the room. 

“BY ME. ROBB: 

“Q Now have you looked in your files, Mr. Politz? 
A That’s right. 

“Q And you found what? A I found that there is 
one will dated December 8, 1948, and one dated July 15, 
1948. That is all I can find, so far. 

“Q How did he cancel those? A Merely by making 
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his last will and testament stating any and all former 
wills were being revoked. 

“Q And you have had those in your file ever since 
they were made, I presume? A I suppose so. 

“Q Why didn’t you file them? A Because these were 
all cancelled and revoked. Mr. Loebl specifically did not 
want these wills under any circumstances and it was his 
wish and desire. His last will was the one I filed with 
the probate. These wills were to be destroyed but I 
kept them anyway. 

“Q So, when you made your statement in your peti¬ 
tion for probate that you could find no other wills you 
considered that those were not wills? A Yes, abso¬ 
lutely. I considered these were destroyed just 
31 as he told me. I keep all files in my office. 

“Q When he made his final will did he give you 
in writing any memorandum with respect to it lxsfore 
you drew it? A Mr. Loebl had prepared his own. 

“Q I suspected that. He had written it out in long- 
hand? A That’s right. 

“Q Brought it in to you ready to put in legal shape? 
A He prepared it in longhand to see whether it could be 
put in legal shape, and I prepared it in writing according 
to his suggestions, his longhand suggestions, and he took 
it away. He never at any time, as I recall, sat down in 
his home or my office or anywhere and talked about it, 
and he took it away, and as I understand it, he discussed 
it with others. 

“Q Are you familiar at all with the various articles 
he specifically mentioned and bequeathed in his last will? 
A I can’t say that I am because in going to his apart¬ 
ment in the number of years even when Mrs. Loebl was 
living I have never seen a number of the things he men¬ 
tioned in his will and when I remarked to Mr. Loebl, ‘You 
have a lot of things in here that I have never seen’, he 
said, Tf you don’t want to write this will I know Roger 
Robb, Roger Whiteford, or Bill Leahy, so don’t do me no 
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favors.’ I said, ‘Mr. Loebl, I want to tell you I have 
never seen these things’, so he said, ‘You put down what 
I tell you’, and I did. 

“Q I assume after Mr. Loebl died you had a 

32 key to his apartment? A I did, and so did the 
manager downstairs. 

“Q Is that Mrs. Holland? A No, Mrs. Saxton. 

“Q Who else had a key? A Just his keys that I 
found at the hospital at the time I went over there, and 
Mrs. Saxton, and I don’t know about Helen Neal, his 
maid. 

• * • • 

“Q When did you first examine the apartment to de¬ 
termine what property was there? A I think within a 
short time thereafter, a matter of days, a week or so. 

“Q What was the nature of that examination, 

33 what did you do? A Well, when I examined it I 
took note of what was there in the sense of looking 

everything over, and then went down to the Registrar of 
Wills office and took the matter up with the men there 
who were supposed to make the appraisement, and they 
asked me what was in there and I told them what I had 
observed. 

“Q What did you tell him? A I told him there was 
a living room set consisting of a davenport or sofa. 

“MR. WILLCHER: Is that one thing or two things? 

“THE WITNESS: A sofa or davenport, one or the 
other. I told him there were some chairs that were in 
there and also a television set, that in the bedroom there 
was a bed and a little telephone stand that he had and a 
buffet and also one of these what do you call them, it has 
a mirror there, oh, a dressing table. 

“MR. WILLCHER: A bureau? 

“THE WITNESS: A dressing table. I told them that 
in the kitchen was a kitchen set consisting of a table and 
I think four chairs. He asked me if I knew the p.ge of 
the furniture and I told him the bedroom set was as old 




as I remember Mr. Loebl, and that is approximately 
twenty years. He asked me about furniture in the living 
room and I told him the set was old, that it had been 
done over, that the set in the kitchen was a set 

34 evidently bought about the same time as the bed¬ 
room set that I remember being approximately 

twenty years old. He said in his opinion from what I 
had told him it is worth less than a thousand dollars, 
and they don’t go out and make any appraisal on that. 

“Q Who was it you were talking to? A One of the 
gentlemen there in the office of the Registrar of Wills. 

• • • • 

“Q By the way, how long did you keep the apartment? 
A I kept the apartment about a year. 

• • • • 

35 “Q How often did you visit his apartment dur¬ 
ing that period? A I went there from time to 

time. 

“Q Once a week maybe? A No, not that often. 

“Q Once a month? A It could have been that often, 
I went there to see everything was intact, and as far as 
I could see nothing was taken out. 

• • * • 

“Q Did you carry insurance on the property? A I 
believe I did. 

“MR. WILLCHER: Fire insurance. 

“MR. ROBB: At any rate he carried insurance. 

“MR. WILLCHER: Fire insurance, yes. 

• * • • 

“Q Now, Mr. Politz, according to the will of Mr. 
Loebl, and especially the very specific bequests he 

36 makes have they been carried out? A As far as 
the things that were in there are concerned I have 

carried it out. 

“Q By that you mean some of them have not been 
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carried out? A Everything that was in there was car¬ 
ried out according to the will. Of course the things that 
were not in there I couldn’t carry out. 

“Q He starts out with very specific bequests of money. 
Were those paid? A I know checks were made out for 
them. 

“Q Checks were sent out and you have receipts? A 
Mr. Willcher took charge of sending them out. I made 
checks for all bequests. 

• • • • 

37 “Q Paragraph 15: ‘I give, devise and bequeath 
unto Rita Zorndorf of Chicago, Illinois, the large 
silver tray, the silver flower vase and the silver coffee set 
with tray, initialed LL’. Have you sent those things to 
Mrs. Zorndorf? A I have sent everything that was 
there that came anywhere near the description in his will. 

“Q What precisely have you sent to Mrs. Zorndorf? 
A I brought to Mrs. Zorndorf the tray. 

“Q The large silver tray? A I don’t know if it is 
silver or not, I am not a silver connoisseur. Mr. Loebl 
referred to practically everything that was there as silver, 
but I don’t know whether it was silver or not. But every¬ 
thing he had there he called silver. 

• • • • 

41 “Q Now, did you advise Mr. Willcher that some 
of these items were missing? A I certainly did. 

42 “Q Now’, prior to the time when Mr. Willcher 
wrote to the various beneficiaries and told them 

they had been left certain property by Mr. Loebl and 
asked them to pick up their property had you talked with 
Mr. Willcher about this matter? A No, sir. 

• • • • 

“Q He said in the next paragraph, T have been 

43 advised by Mr. Politz that in the estate there is 
only found a large silver tray initialed LL. The 

other items bequeathed to Mrs. Zorndorf are not in the 
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estate and we have no knowledge that Mr. Loebl owned 
them at the time of his death because they did not 
appear in his belongings when his personal property was 
examined/ From that do I take it yon had looked for 
those articles. A Did he say ‘silver tray with initials 
LL’! He means an urn. That is the only thing, the only 
article. 

“Q Am I to gather that you had advised Mr. Willcher 
yon had made a search for those articles left Mrs. Zorn- 
dorf and not found them! A No, I told Mr. Willcher 
what I found. 

“Q Did you tell him, as he sets out here, that you 
could only find the large silver tray initialed LL! A 
No, Mr. Willcher was informed there was a tray and an 
urn with LL on it, and two little things, if I remember 
correctly. I am not sure just what is on that receipt, 
because whatever I found I brought to Mrs. Zorndorf. 
That’s right, the silver flower vase and the silver coffee 
set and the two small things and the tray. It was ini¬ 
tialed LL. 

“Q Did you ever advise Mr. Willcher that certain 
articles bequeathed to Mrs. Zorndorf could not be found! 

A All I told Mr. Willcher was what I saw there. 
44 “Q Did you ever advise Mr. Willcher that cer¬ 
tain articles which had been bequeathed to Mrs. 
Zorndorf could not be found! A I don’t remember tell¬ 
ing him except as I have just stated several times what I 
found there that appeared to be in the will of what was 
left to Mrs. Zorndorf. 

“Q Did you ever yourself advise Mrs. Zorndorf that 
certain articles left to her by Mr. Loebl were here and 
that she might pick them up! A I may have, 1 don’t 
remember offhand unless I could be shown the corres¬ 
pondence. 

“Q I will show you a letter on your stationery dated 
April 3, 1951, and asked you if you sent that letter to 
Mrs. Zorndorf! A Yes, that is my letter. 
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“Q Now, in this letter you say, ‘You have been left by 
Mr. Loebl a large silver tray, a silver flower vase, and 
silver coffee set with tray initialed LL which you are at 
liberty to take at your earliest convenience’. Now, at the 
time you wrote that, Mr. Politz, had you made any check 
to see that those articles were at the apartment! A 
Those are the articles I delivered to Mrs. Zomdorf. 

“Q No. Had you made any check at that time? A 
I did. 

45 “Q So you knew they were there? A That’s 
right. 

“Q On April 3, 1951? A As far as I can remember. 

“Q Can you explain what it is on September 27, 1951, 
Mr. Willcher wrote Mr. Cogswell that you had advised 
Mr. Willcher that in the estate there is only found the 
large silver tray initialed LL and that the other items 
bequeathed to Mrs. Zomdorf are not in the estate? A I 
don’t remember that. 

“Q Was Mr. Willcher mistaken when he wrote that? 
A I don’t know. Mr. Willcher ought to answer that 
question. I brought her everything that was in that let¬ 
ter I have written. 

“Q I will show you a copy of a letter on your station¬ 
ery dated October 17, 1951, and ask you if you wrote the 
original of that letter to Mr. Cogswell. A it appears 
to be. 

“Q To assist you, Mr. Politz, I will show you a photo¬ 
stat of the original which came from the files. A Yes, 
that is my signature. 

“Q 1 direct your attention to the second paragraph 
of that letter which reads as follows: ‘After examining 
thoroughly the personal property left by Mr. Loebl I find 
that of the items bequeathed to Rita Zomdorf the 

46 silver coffee set with the initials LL and the silver 
flower vase are among such items.’ That letter is 

dated October 17, 1951. A That is the letter that stated 
I intended being in Chicago? 

• • • • 


11A 


“Q You said something in your testimony indicating 
you thought perhaps some of the items you turned over 
to Mrs. Zomdorf were not silver, is that correct? 

47 A As a matter of fact, perhaps all of them may 
be silver. I don’t know. I am not a silver connois¬ 
seur. 

“Q Were they marked ‘Sterling’? A I don’t recalL 
“Q Do you mean to suggest that Mr. Loebl would de¬ 
scribe something as silver if it were not silver? A I 
certainly do. 

• • • * 

“Q Will you answer the question first and then ex¬ 
plain it? Has she received the other articles mentioned 
in this paragraph? Has Miss Lewis received these 

48 other articles mentioned here? A What other 
articles ? 

“Q The other articles except the Eastern Star dia¬ 
mond and the amber boudoir set. In other words, has 
she received the flower vase, the silver coffee set initialed 
L and the diamond pin? A I can’t say that she has 
received it because there was no silver flower vase to give 
her, there was no silver coffee set to give her, initialed 
coffee set initialed L, there was none there. The diamond 
pin has not been located. The Eastern Star diamond, as 
a matter of fact, on August 13, she signed the receipt 
and at that time the Eastern Star diamond was not there 

and had to be located. 

• • • * 

49 “Q Am I correct that Miss Lewis has not re¬ 
ceived the silver flower vase or silver coffee set 

initialed L and a diamond pin? A That’s right, because 
I have not been able to locate them. 

“Q When did you discover those items were not in the 
estate? A I discovered that at the time Miss Lewis was 
in the apartment. 

“Q When was that? A How long after Mr. Loebl’s 
death I don’t know but I know we were there August 13. 
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Whether or not we were there previously I don’t recall, 
but I know on August 13, 1951, we went through the en¬ 
tire apartment, she went with me and we looked every¬ 
thing over. 

“Q At least by that time you knew they were 

50 not there, is that correct? A That’s correct. 

“Q By the way, have you or Mr. Willcher writ¬ 
ten to Miss Lewis telling her what she had been be¬ 
queathed under the will and asking her to pick up her 
property? A I don’t know. 

“MR. WILLCHER: Do you want me to answer that? 
“MR. ROBB: If you will. 

“MR. WILLCHER: Yes, I wrote everybody Celling 
them what they had been bequeathed and asking them to 
pick it up. 

• • • • 

51 “Q Let me see if I understand you. It is your 
testimony that Mr. Willcher wrote to the various 

legatees under the will telling them what they had been 
left and asking them to pick up their property. If that 
was on or about July 26, 1951, would that be correct? 
A If that is the date you say. 

“Q And it was only after that time you found much 
of this property was not to be found? A When Mr. 
Willcher asked me whether these various things were in, 
which evidently must have been after that date, I told 
him that I could not find any of those things in there and 
asked him why such letters were written. 

“Q Coming to Item 17: ‘I give, devise and bequeath 
unto Nancy Loebl the silver chest with contents, set for 
eight persons, fifty-four pieces.’ Have you turned over 
that chest to Miss Loebl? A I never found the chest. 
I couldn’t locate it. 

“Q When did you first look for it? A When Mr. 
Willcher and I, after these letters were written, I 

52 believe there was some discussion came up then 
and what prompted it, I don’t know. I told him I 
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could not find these things in there, that I had looked 
through the cupboard and looked through the cabinets 
and looked through the drawers and there was no such 
thing there and I personally had never seen it in all the 
years I had known Mr. Loebl and Mrs. Loebl, that I had 
eaten there and had spent practically my single life with 
the Loebls and yet did not see that. 

* • • • 

53 “A Yes, they were all taken, all except those 
items which were not there. 

“Q Which ones did you find? A If you are referring 
to the silver set, they have not found any silver sets. 

“Q Let’s take them as they come: ‘Our second silver 
chest with contents (in the dinette in black case) for six 
persons, 59 pieces.’ Did you ever find that? A No, sir. 

• • • • 

“Q In item 21, the bequest to Mrs. Blanche 

54 Hollander, ‘The square heavy cut glass vase (on 
the dinette cabinet right)’. Did you find that? 

A No. 

“Q ‘The round heavy cut glass vase (on the dinette 
cabinet left)’. Did you find that? A No, sir, I did not; 
it was not there. 

“Q ‘The heavy cut glass bowl (on dinette table.)’ Did 
you find that? A She took that. 

“Q Then you did find it? A Yes, she signed a re¬ 
ceipt and also for two engraved candle holders she took. 

• • • • 

57 “Q Mr. Politz, have you any thought as to why 
these items so carefully mentioned by Mr. Lobl 
were not found in his property? A I can’t say except 
that he may have given it away during his life. He did 
not give it to me although he had offered the lamp or 
chair or something like that to me, but he had never 
offered me anything like the silver, because, as I have 
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stated, I have never seen any silver as set forth there in 
his will. 

“Q Did he ever say anything to you about hav- 

58 ing disposed of any of these items after he made 
his will? A Yes, he had stated to me he was 

going to give things away during his lifetime. 

“Q Did he ever say anything about disposing of these 
particular items? A No, nothing was ever particularly 
mentioned. 

• • • • 

“Q There was no evidence? A I am not a police¬ 
man or investigator and I don’t know. All I know 

59 was when I came into the apartment I saw what 
the condition was and I came back and saw the 

same condition. 

“Q You saw nothing to suggest to you, whether you 
are an investigator or not, that the apartment had been 
burglarized? A I couldn’t say one way or the other, 1 
don’t know. 

“Q If you had seen such a thing you would have made 
a complaint to the police? A I certainly would have 
made some complaint. 

• • • • 

63 “Q Mr. Politz, did you find any other items of 
jewelry of Mr. Loebl’s except the ones that we 

talked about that were mentioned in the will? A There 
were other personal things.” 

• • • • 

64 “Q Did he have a ring? A A ring, yes. 

“Q What happened to that? A I took that 
personally. 

“Q What about his FBI service keys? A There was 
a question whether I should retain them or the FBI take 
them, because they didn’t want it to get out 
“Q What did you do with it? A Either they have it 


15 A 


or I have it, personally. In his will he allowed me to 
take whatever I wanted. 

“Q What about his watch? A I gave him that 
watch. 

65 “Q You have that watch? A I believe I do. 
“Q What about his pearl stickpin? A He 

gave me that during his lifetime. I have that. 

“Q And the cane? A And the cane. I have the TV 
set also, all those things I took out of the apartment 
“Q His prayer book? A His prayer book. 

“Q His cuff links? A I have those. 

“Q And bedspreads? A No, I don’t have those. All 
those personal things of that kind, the Goins took with 
them. 

“Q How about his suitcases? A I have the suitcases. 

• • • • 

66 “Q Is there anything further you would like to 
tell us at this time for the record about these 

missing items or articles? A All I could tell you is 
that I have spoken to Mr. Long who was very close with 
him and we went into the apartment together, as his 
apartment is around the comer, and we looked high and 
low and I said, ‘Harold, have you ever seen these things? 
I have never seen them.’ I said that I wondered about 
those at the time and I told him at the time I had never 
seen those things. I am sure you knew Mr. Loebl too, 
Mr. Robb, as being a man of his own mind, and you 
couldn’t tell him anything. He said he had never seen it 
either. I said, ‘Harold, this is a very embarrassing sit¬ 
uation because I didn’t want anything, I would rather he 
lived a thousand times over, and I even offered him to 
live in my home.’ As far as anything he has, money and 
everything else, I want no part of it except as the law 
permits. I told him a million times to quit the 

67 FBI and to go and live with me, in my home, and 
he wanted to stay in his wife’s apartment and look 
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at his wife’s picture day in and day out, and I would go 
in there and he would be sitting in front of the picture 
crying. It was too much for me, and that was the reason 
I would stay away. I spent Sundays with him in prefer¬ 
ence to spending them with my family in order that he 
might be happy and satisfied. I used my car and took 
him to Annapolis. Mr. C. P. McManus of the telephone 
company was there, so he might enjoy the day and give 
him a nice day, and I would really catch the devil from 
my wife about it. My home is open to you, Mr. Bobb, or 
anyone that wishes to look over my house and see any¬ 
thing and everything that I have got. The good Lord 
knows everything he had in his apartment he had offered 
to me. He wanted me to take the furniture he had, of¬ 
fered it time and again. The lamps and anything I 
wanted in the house he offered me. When I wouldn’t 
take anything he said, ‘Let me get you something.’ He 
finally bought a glider for the porch and he used to come 
out there and spend Sunday with us. The good Lord 
knows as far as these things are concerned I wish they 
had been there. I know the Loebls, I was there when 
Mrs. Loebl died. I took the body to Chicago. L have 
handled everything, and I don’t know how many hundreds 
of dollars that I handled professionally and Mr. Loebl 
paid me back, every penny I took care of. 

68 “So that all in all, you see, that was not just an 
association between a stranger and a stranger. I 
had ofttimes given out money for him. All he had to do 
was ask me. He was a most peculiar person, if he owed 
you money he would pay you back as soon as he could, 
every penny. There was no question about it, even if he 
had owed me money I would not make a claim when I 
was in an association like father and son, and there was 
no question, and no matter where he wanted to go it was 
all right with me, especially when she was living, even 
more so. He did say many times he saw no reason why 
he shouldn’t do whatever he thought fit with his estate 
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and I said, ‘If you want to give it away go ahead and 
give it away.’ 

“Did he want to do a lot for me; there is no question. 
How many times I had cases come in to the office. I had 
a $10,000 retainer fee in which I conferred with Judge 
Doyle, involving Alfred Sutton who killed a boy out on 
one of the highways here in Washington, and the re¬ 
tainer was supposed to be in escrow, and I took the mat¬ 
ter up with Mr. Loebl and he said I don’t want you to 
handle it and you drop it. I discussed it with Judge 
Doyle and I didn’t take it. When anything came up Mr. 
Loebl would advise me, a lot of things. When I was 
representing all the doctors and dentists in Washington 
and the Board of Directors of the Bar Association, their 
attention was called to it and they felt one lawyer han¬ 
dling all this business, they wanted to discuss it 
69 with me, and Mr. Loebl said, ‘I want you to drop 
all this and get out of it rather than have any mis¬ 
understanding,’ because they were inquiring how I got 
all that business and was handling all those cases, and 
of course it was quite an income to drop but Mr. Loebl 
said to drop it and I dropped it. I am not sorry I did, 
I always followed his suggestion but as far as any of the 
things he said were there and which are not there I can 
assure you if they were there they would have been 
delivered in no time. As Mr. Willcher wrote to these 
people they could certainly have them. I know Mr. Will¬ 
cher did not go with me to make that inventory. He did 
not ask me if all those things were there, and later on I 
informed Mr. Willcher I couldn’t find those things, and 
even when Mary Lewis was up here we spent quite some 
time and went over things. Mary Lewis was there and 
he had others come there too, Mr. Robb, had people com¬ 
ing in from time to time. What he may have given away 
I don’t know. The good Lord knows that, I don’t know. 
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Mary B. Lewis 

was called as a witness and, having been first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 
BY MR ROBB: 

Q Miss Lewis, will you keep your voice up, please, 
and give us your full name and address? A Mary B. 
Lewis, 624 Ingraham Street, Northwest. 

• • • • 

72 Q During his lifetime, did you know Mr. Louis 
Loebl? A Yes, sir, I did. 

Q When did you first know him? A When I went to 
work for the Bureau. 

Q In 1934? A That is right. 

Q Now, are you the same Miss Mary Lewis who is 
mentioned in Item 16 of his will, Mr. Loebl’s will? A 
Yes, sir. 

• • • • 

Q Yes. A Oh, sometimes maybe once a week, 

73 once every ten days, every two weeks. 

Q Where would you see him? A Mostly in 
his apartment. 

Q Where was that located? A In the Chalfonte. 

Q Could you tell us the apartment plan, what kind of 
an apartment it was? A Yes. It consisted of living 
room, and a dinette, kitchen, bedroom. There was a 
foyer, I believe, you would call it. A bathroom. Up on 
the fourth floor. 

Q During the last year or so, of Mr. LoebPs life, 
how many times would you say you visited him at the 
apartment? A It would be kind of hard to say, Mr. 
Robb. Sometimes as I say, I would go there once a week 
or every ten days or two weeks; or else I would call and 
talk to him on the phone; or he would call the house. 
Q What can you tell us about the way he kept his 
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apartment during the last few months before his death? 
A the way it had always been. 

Q How was that? A Very immaculate and every¬ 
thing was in order. 

Q Was his housekeeping good or bad? A Excel¬ 
lent. 

74 Q Do you recall the last time you were there 
prior to Mr. Loebl’s death? A Yes, it was some¬ 
time around the latter part of July. 

Q 1950? A 1950. 

Q Was his apartment at that time as it had always 
been? A Yes. 

Q What was the occasion for your visiting Mr. Loebl? 
A Just a casual visit. 

Q How long would you say you were there on that 
occasion? A Maybe an hour, an hour and a half. 

Q Now, Miss Lewis, you are bequeathed by the will 
of Mr. Loebl, a silver flower vase, silver coffee set, ini¬ 
tialed “1” and a diamond pin. Let me ask you whether 
you have ever received those items? A No. 

Q Will you tell us whether or not you have ever seen 
those items in Mr. Loebl’s apartment? A Yes. 

Q When was the last time you recall seeing them 
there? A I can’t put the specific date that I had seen 
them, but I know, for instance, the pin—he always in his 
attire had some type of jewelry on; and I know if it 
weren’t that pin, he would always be wearing either 

75 a pearl pin or, in the summer, one of those Swank 
pins. 

• • • • 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Where was that coffee set kept? A As I recall, 
it was taken out of a buffet in the living room. 

THE COURT: Did it have an initial on it? 

THE WITNESS: That, I don’t know. 

THE COURT: Did you ever see more than one coffee 
set? 



20 A 


THE WITNESS: Yes, Your Honor, I did. 

THE COURT: Silver? 

THE WITNESS: I never examined it closely; but I 
would take it to be. 

THE COURT: Either real silver or silver plate ? 

76 THE WITNESS: There was one, yes. 

THE COURT: Did you see more than one sil¬ 
ver coffee set? 

THE WITNESS: During the time that I visited 
there? 

THE COURT: At any time? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: More than one? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: How many sets? 

THE WITNESS: One of them, I would consider a cof¬ 
fee set, was always kept on display in—I guess you call 
that, the dinette. 

THE COURT: What is your idea of what a coffee set 
means; and what do you mean when you tell us you saw 
more than one set? 

THE WITNESS: The coffee set, I suppose, would be 
the type of urn with a trav and then the sugar and 
creamer. And the other one wras a smaller one, which I 
more or less would consider as a tea set. 

THE COURT: But you don’t remember an initial on 
either one of them? 

THE WITNESS: No. The only time I saw an initial 
was when I came to pick up the items in August—I don’t 
know w’hen that w T as—of ’51, I suppose; and this set wras 
in the living room; wras handed to me. I had pre- 

77 viously gone down and read the will because I had 
other items to look up for other people; and I had 

noticed that the one bequeathed to me had an initial; and 
I looked at that one and it was a double “LL”. I said, 
“This isn‘t the same as meant for me.” That is the only 
time I noticed there wras initials. 
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78 BY MR. ROBB: 

Q I asked you whether you saw any chests 
there? A I have seen chests. 

Q What was in them? A Well, specifically, I re¬ 
member this chest that you keep flatware in, spoons 

79 and forks. 

Q You mean silverware? A Silverware, as 
having been in that cabinet in the dining room. I know 
the first time it was shown to me he was very proud of 
the set of silver, very, very beautiful; and I know he 
kept other silver in the dining room. Some of it was 
kept open and other was in a black, smaller—seemed to 
be a smaller container, but also the type that flat silver is 
kept in. 

Q A black what? A It was a black chest, I believe. 
It was dark, either black or brown. 

Q How many chests were there containing silver that 
you saw’? A I recall two. 

Q Two? A Then he had other silverware that was 
just put into a dining room buffet. 

Q Now, Miss Lewis, the will of Mr. Loebl mentions a 
large silver tray bequeathed to Rita Zomdorf. 

MR. HANNAN: I object to this type of question. It 
is a leading question. Again, a repetition of the same 
thing. 

THE COURT: I overrule the objection. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Did you ever see any silver trays there? 

80 A Yes. 

Q Where? A Well, I had seen the two trays 
that were parts of these coffee or tea sets; and then I 
know once there he was telling me about a very large one; 
and if I am not mistaken, he said that had been given 
to him— 

MR. HANNAN: I object to what he may have said. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 
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BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Don’t tell ns what he said. A There was a large 
tray. 

Q How many trays? A A big one by itself, one. 

Q What can you tell us about whether or not there 
was any cutglass tableware there? A Yes, there was 
some on display all the time. 

MR. HANNAN: I object to any testimony other than 
that with respect to her. 

THE COURT: I will give you a blanket objection to 
that type of question. I overrule it 

MR. HANNAN: Thank you. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q What was the cut glass tableware? A Two great 
big vases, I suppose you would call them; and then there 
was a bowl and candlesticks. 

SI Q Where were they? A In the dining room, 
dinette. 

Q Now, do you recall seeing any cutglass ware for 
service? A Yes, in a buffet, yes. 

Q What was that like? Can you describe that? A 
Yes. I call them crystal, for serving beverages in, liquor 
and cocktail sets, footed wear. 

Q Was there any china? A Yes, there were dishes. 

Q Where was that kept? A In cabinets in the di¬ 
nette. 

Q Do you recall what kind of china it was? A I 
know it was imported. I think it was Bavarian china. 

THE COURT: What makes you think it was Bavarian 
china? 

THE WITNESS: I heard it referred to as such. I 
know it had been spoken of as expensive. In fact, never 
been used. 

MR. HANNAN: I object to that and move it be 
stricken. 

THE COURT: On what ground. 
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MR. HANAN: She heard it referred to as Bavarian 
china. 

THE COURT: I wanted to know why she referred to 
it as Bavarian china. That is the. answer I got. 

MR. HANNAN: Her answer was, “I heard that it 
was.” 

82 THE COURT: I know that. It is all right. The 
answer may stand. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Who referred to it as Bavarian china? 

MR. HANNAN: I object to that. 

THE COURT: I sustain the objection to that. 

MR. ROBB: Very well. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Could you tell us how many pieces there were in 
that set, approximately? A The china? 

Q A hundred or more? A Seemed to be a large set. 
Q How many pieces? A I would say, what I call a 
large set is probably to serve at least eight people. Was 
a lot of it, though. 

THE COURT: Did you ever have a meal there? 

THE WITNESS: No, sir. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Miss Lewis, was there anything which caused you 
to notice especially the cut glass that was there? A It 
was beautiful. 

Q Anything else, any habit of Mr. Loebl’s ? A Well, 
that was always on display; and then I know at limes 
when he would take a candy out of the buffet, he 

83 had a habit of hitting the crystal goblets and they 
would ring, as real crystal. 

• • * • 

Q Did there come a time when you did receive some 
of the items that were left to you in the will? A Yes. 

Q What did you receive? A It was two different 
occasions. The first time I received the amber set, bou- 
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doir set; and then about two weeks later, or so, I received 
the Eastern Star pin. 

• • • • 

84 Q On that occasion, did you see any of the 
china or cutglass or silverware that you have men¬ 
tioned? A That coffee set was there. 

Q One coffee set? A One coffee set was there, and 
one vase. 


• * • • 

Cross Exainination 

BY MB. HANNAN: 

* • • • 

86 Q You and Mr. Politz did go through the apart¬ 
ment looking and trying to identify certain items 
with items in the will; isn’t that correct? A Yes, 

87 that is correct. 

Q Both for yourself and for the Godas; isn’t 
that correct? A Yes. 

Q Now, during that time, you came across this vase; 
isn’t that correct? A Yes, there was a vase. 

Q A silver vase, and Mr. Politz said, “Here, take the 
vase.” Isn’t that correct? A That he will take the 
vase? 

Q Here, you take the vase. A He said, “Here is a 
vase.” I said, “Is this mine?” 

THE COURT: Well, what did he say? 

THE WITNESS: He said, “I don’t know.” 

THE COURT: Did you know? 

THE WITNESS: No, I didn’t know either. 

THE COURT: Was it a flower vase? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, it was a flower vase. 

THE COURT: Well, the bequest to you describes, “the 
silver flower vase.” 

THE WITNESS: They both were flower vases, as I 
had remembered. 
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THE COURT: That is all the description there was. 
That fitted the vase. 

88 THE WITNESS: Yes. So the question I asked, 
I said, “Is this mine or is this to go to this other 
woman ?” And, therefore, I didn’t take it. 

BY MR. HAN AN: 

Q Now, did you refuse to take it when he offered it 
to you? A I don’t know about refusing. I said, “I 
don’t know whether this is mine or hers”. Wasn’t any 
comment made; so the vase was left in the room. 

* • • * 

93 Q You were to get a boudoir set, an amber bou¬ 
doir set, and a silver vase and a diamond stickpin. 

A And a coffee set. Five items, I believe. 

Q And a coffee set. Was there a coffee set there? 
A In the apartment at the time? 

Q Yes. A Yes, there was. 

94 Q Now, did you take that coffee set? A No, I 
did not 

Q Was there any other coffee set there? A Visably 
at the time, no. 

Q Did you ask Mr. Politz to give you that coffee set? 
A I did not. 

Q Now, with respect to the— 

MR. ROBB: That was the coffee set initialed “LL”, 
Mr. Hannan. 

BY MR. HANAN: 

Q Is that what your recollection is? A The reason 
why I haven’t taken it, because when I went to look at it, 
I noticed there was a double LL. Checking in the notes, 
there had been two coffee sets listed, and the one which 
was identified for me was not that one, with the proper 
initial. 

Q I believe your testimony yesterday was that, frank¬ 
ly, you had never noticed the initials before? A No. 

• • • • 
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Q That was the one that you described yester- 

95 day as a tea, rather than a coffee set; didn’t you? 
A No. What I am referring to now is the flat- 

ware. You said, did I ever notice initials on any-hing 
before? I said the time I did notice initials was on this 
flatware. 

Q So that, as far as you were concerned, any initials 
were new to you, other than on the flatware? A That is 
right, until I read the will. 

Q Yes. But you didn’t recognize, even after reading 
the will, or you didn’t recall, any coffee set that was 
there that had initials on it; isn’t that correct, even after 
reading the will? A Yes. 

Q It didn’t bring back to you a coffee set with initials 
on it? A I never knew that either coffee set had any 
initials on it. 

Q You said, either coffee set? A Yes. 

Q Didn’t you say yesterday that one of these was a 
tea set? A Well, when I w~as asked to identify what 
was meant by a coffee set, and a tea set, the one which 
was kept in the cabinet was a smaller one, and I would 
describe that, in my own terminology, as being a teaset, 
compared with a taller one, which was on display 

96 all the time, as a coffee set. My impression of the 
words. 

• • • • 

97 Q Did Mr. Loebl ever make you any gifts? A 
Never. 

Q Of any sort whatsoever? A He had offered me 
things; but I never accepted them. 

• • • • 

100 BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q The cabinet that has been variously described 
here in the will and otherwise, and that you testified 
contained the chest of silver, would you kindly, for the 
record, describe that cabinet? A It was all wood, was 
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no glass, and I would consider it as a china cabinet, ex¬ 
cept that it didn’t have the glass to it. 

Q You had to open the doors to see what was inside; 
didn’t you? A Yes. 

Q It was in that same cabinet he kept candy, too; 
wasn’t it? A Candy, cookies. 

• • • • 

Q Now, where in that cabinet was the chest of silver 
that you described yesterday? A I cannot just place it 
I know that there were shelves, and it was on the shelves, 
but whether it was on the bottom shelf, or second 

101 shelf, I don’t remember. I think there were several 
shelves in that cabinet. 

Q Did you ever see that chest of silver in that cabi¬ 
net? A Yes, I did. 

Q Did you open the door or was the door opened for 
you? A No, I didn’t open the door. 

Q Who opened the door? A He took it out. 

Q WTien was this that he took it out? A I would say 
when I first saw it was—I had seen it many years ago 
when I used to visit Mrs. Loebl. She did quite a bit of 
entertaining. Then when he was showing me these va¬ 
rious items which he had, and was very proud of, then 
I would place that after her death, when he showed me 
this silverware. 

Q Now, how soon after her death would you place it? 
She died in 1948; did she not? A Yes, that is light. 

Q I think that is established. How soon after her 
death did he show you these things in the chest of silver? 
A Well, it was sometime last summer, I place it. 

Q Of 48? A Yes. I know it was after all the things 
had been disposed of. 

Q Now, did you examine the silver itself? A 

102 He took it out and showed it to me. I looked at 
that flatware yes. 
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Q Did you examine the nature of that silver? Who 
was the maker of that silver? A No. 

Q Did you observe whether it was sterling? A I 
felt it. I would say it was sterling, yes. 

Q You can tell by feeling? A Yes, I usually do. If 
they are heavy— 

Q You can tell the difference? A It was shiny. 

Q Can you tell the difference between sterling and 
plated by lifting it? A I think I could, unless it is very 
heavy* plate over copper or something. 

Q But you didn’t observe at the time the printing of 
the word? A I didn’t look on the back, no. It was a 
very ornate pattern; it was very beautiful. 

Q Now, did you ever handle that silver since that 
time? A No. 

Q Actually, you never saw that silver since that time; 
did you? A If I recall correctly, at the times 

103 when he used to have these Christmas get-togethers, 
and he would fix up a table, he would put the sil¬ 
verware out, and fix it up, if he wanted to use a spoon or 
whatever it might be. W T hether I touched it, I don’t know. 

Q Didn’t you testify yesterday that you never ate at 
his apartment? A When I said, “ate” I never had a 
meal there. I never had a meal there. 

THE COURT: What did you have in mind? 

THE WITNESS: The only thing I ever took when I 
was at the Loebl’s would either be fruits, and before he 
had diabetes, he would have ice cream, cookies, candy; and 
I think once or twice I tasted, what do they call that— 
creme de coco, creme de minthe. But I never ate at the 
Loebls. During her lifetime, I think once it was some 
occasion, champagne and cake; that is all. 

• • • • 

104 Q Now, did you ever see the silver in the other 
chest? A He had opened it when he was showing 

me his various items, and there was a smaller set of sil¬ 
ver, yes. 


Q Where was that kept? A That, if I remember 
correctly, was kept in the dining room, dinette. 

Q Could you describe that chest? A Well, it was 
just a regular chest, in which flatware is kept, a 

105 box. 

Q What color was it? A It was dark. 

Q Now, with respect to this chest that you are speak¬ 
ing of now, that you said was in the dinette, or dining 
room, was that something that was in constant use; or 
was that for special purposes, as you could observe? A 
I don’t think it was used regularly, no. 

* • * • 

106 Q Now t , in your direct testimony, you described 
a large silver tray. Could you tell us the size of 

that silver tray? A It was a large one. I would say it 
would be used for serving or as decorative. It was a big 
thing. 

Q When did you first observe that in the apartment? 
A That was the time when he was showing me all the 
various items which he had; and that must go back to 
the latter part of ’48. 

Q That is around ’48. And where was it at the time 
you saw it in ’48? A I don’t know where he took it 
from; but I know he came into the dinette and he showed 
it to me; and he told me what it was and why he had it. 
THE COURT: What did he tell you? 

THE WITNESS: He told me, if I remember 

107 correctly, it had been presented to him in apprecia¬ 
tion for naturalization work which I think he said 

he had done in Cleveland, and he was given that piece of 
silver. 

THE COURT: Did it have an inscription or some¬ 
thing on it? 

THE WITNESS: I don’t remember that it did. 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Did you notice whether it had an initial on it? 
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A No, I didn’t. In fact, I didn’t even handle the thing, 
I remember. It was a big thing; he was holding it. He 
was very proud of it. I don’t remember whether it was 
initialed or not. 

• • • • 

108 Redirect Examination 
BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Miss Lewis, you mentioned these Christmas get- 
togethers. A Yes. 

Q When was the last one of those that you attended? 
A Well, the last Christmas that he lived; and I imagine 
that would have been in 1949. 

Q 1949? A Yes, sir. 

Q What was the nature of that party? A Well, I 
remember it was—we didn’t work that day—of course; 
and I came down there about one in the afternoon; and 
he was very disappointed that day. I was there for 
about two hours. Because, apparently, people who 

109 he had expected to come, didn’t come. And he 
made eggnog every Christmas and he had fruit¬ 
cakes; and I imagine it was just an open house, as they 
had been accustomed to having for years. 

Q Was there a table set up? A Yes. 

Q What was on the table? A Well, on the table he 
had it fixed just like coming to a person’s home where 
you have a host, and there was the eggnog and fruit cake, 
and then a friend of theirs always sent this chrysanthe¬ 
mum—what do they have at Christmas?—this red flower 
—and candies and cookies. 

Q Any silverware? A Then, of course, there were 
the glasses to take the eggnog in, and forks, spoons. 

Q Forks and spoons, silver? A Yes. 

Q Now, I thought there was some suggestion yester¬ 
day in Mr. Hannan’s questions, that you went through 
the apartment in August to assist Mr. Politz in finding 
some of the missing articles; is that true? Did you go 
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for that purpose? A No. I went there originally—I 
had made an appointment to pick up the items which were 
bequeathed to me. The appointment was made for a 
Sunday; and it was broken. Mr. Politz couldn’t make it. 
I went there on Monday night 

Q You didn’t go there to help Mr. Politz? A 

110 No. I went there for my own purpose. 

THE COURT: I didn’t think there was any 
suggestion of that. 

MR. ROBB: I thought there was. 

THE COURT: I am interested in that visit. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q You said you had a list at that time? A That is 
right. 

Q You made that list from the will of Mr. Loebl? 
A Yes, sir. 

Q Why had you gone to look at the will of Mr. Loebl? 
A Well, when I was bequeathed these items, as was 
told me in a letter which I received from Mr. Willcher, it 
must have been a week later than that, that I got the call 
from the Godas. 

Q Who were the Godas? A Friends of the Loebls 
of many, many years. 

Q In New York? A Yes. 

Q What did the Godas ask you to do? A They sent 
me along the letter saying what they were supposed to 
get and would I find out if it was there; find out what it 
would cost to express it, also find out about power of 
attorney and various items like that 

Q Then you went down and looked at the will; 

111 is that right? A Yes, I went down a few days 
before and read the will and made notes of what 

was in the will. 

• * * * 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Miss Lewis, did you have that list with you 


112 
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when you talked to Mr. Politz? A When I was in the 
apartment, yes, sir. 

Q In August, 1950? A No; ’51. 

Q ’51? A Yes, sir. 

Q Now, did you say anything to Mr. Politz about that 
list? A Well, I had it right with me and I was going 
through it. After I couldn’t locate the items which were 
bequeathed to me, I said, “Well, let’s see what the Godas 
have here.” And then I said, “While we are doing this, 
what happened to the other things?” 

Q What did you say to Mr. Politz about these items 
that you found to be missing, if anything? A I said, I 
was just surprised, I couldn’t get over it. 

MR. HANNAN: If your Honor please, is this redi¬ 
rect? I object to that. 

THE COURT: I don’t know what it is; but 1 will 
hear it. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Did you have any conversation with Mr. Politz 
about what might have happened to these items? A 
Well, I asked him. I said, When did you notice it?” 
“Has it been reported to the police?” I just was 
amazed. 

113 THE COURT: You said what? 

THE WITNESS: I said, “When did this hap¬ 
pen?” Had he noticed it before? 

THE COURT: When did what happen? 

THE WITNESS: That the apartment looked the way 
it did. It hadn’t looked the way the apartment was ac¬ 
customed to looking. 

THE COURT: Well, go on about that 
BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Did you have any conversation, or make any state¬ 
ment to Mr. Politz about whether or not you had ever 
seen these missing items in the apartment ? 

THE COURT: Before you get to that, I would like to 
know what the witness means when she says the apart- 
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ment never looked like it did before, and that something 
she said about police. I don’t get that. 

THE WITNESS: Well, your Honor, he had told me— 

THE COURT: Just tell us about that. 

THE WITNESS: I will give you that. When I came 
there, I saw that the apartment looked like things had 
been taken out. I mean, it wasn’t like it had been before. 
And he told me that— 

THE COURT: It wasn’t in order? 

THE WITNESS: It wasn’t in order. And only two 
people had been there prior to take the items which were 
bequeathed to them. 

114 THE COURT: How do you know that? 

THE WITNESS: He had told me that. And 
with only two people having taken their bequests, it 
seemed to me that there were many, many things there 
that were missing. And in riding home with him that 
evening, that is when I said, had he noticed that all 
these items were gone; had it been reported to the police; 
had anyone been notified about it? 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q What did he say? A He said, no, it had not. 

THE COURT: No, what? 

THE WITNESS: No, it had not been reported to 
anyone. 

THE COURT: Did your conversation about the police 
just stop with that? 

THE WITNESS: Well, in a follow-up later, he had 
told me that he and Mr. Willcher had thought it best 
not to do anything about it. And then he also men¬ 
tioned— 

THE COURT: What do you mean, not to do any¬ 
thing about it? 

THE WITNESS: Not to report it. 

THE COURT: I do not understand what you are tell¬ 
ing me. 

THE WITNESS: The answer I have derived from 
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that, was that it had not been reported to the police and 
that they didn’t think it advisable—I believe that is the 
word he said—something about not bringing a claim 
against the estate. 

* • • • 

120 Q Did you say anything to Mr. Politz in the 
apartment on that occasion in August, 1951, as to wnether 
or not you had ever seen these various items that were 
on your list and that were missing? A I told him that 

as far as I could remember, I had seen everything 

121 mentioned in the will with the exception of the 
Eastern Star pin; and I had never seen that. 

Q What did Mr. Politz say when you made that state¬ 
ment? A Well, he said that he recalls that there was a 
pin and he got a pin the same year that Mrs. Loebl had 
received hers. 

Q What did he say about your statement that you 
had seen the other items? A Well, he said, “I have 
been looking through the apartment . . . —getting back 
to other items which were missing, that pin, that stickpin 
now, that he looked through the ties, and he could find 
no pin pricks. 

Q Whose ties? A Mr. Loebl’s ties. 

Q You mean his neckties? A His neckties. 

Q He could find no pinpricks? A Pinmarks. 

• • • • 

125 THE COURT: Now, the next item is a diamond 
pin. 

THE WITNESS: That is right. 

THE COURT: Which I think you have told us, have 
you not, that you already knew about? 

THE WITNESS: I had assumed—this is where I am 
assuming—diamond pin. I suppose the only diamond pin 
that I had ever seen was a stickpin. 

THE COURT: You did talk with Mr. Politz about 
that? 


35 A 


THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: And what did he say abont the dia¬ 
mond? 

THE WITNESS: He didn’t know anything about the 
jewelry. 

THE COURT: He had not found it. 

THE WITNESS: No. 

• • • • 

127 BY MR. HANNAN: 

• • • • 

Q Isn’t it true that Mr. Loebl had told you he had 
turned the jewelry over to Mr. Politz? A For safe 
keeping. To hold for him. 

• • • • 

133 Helen Neal 

• • • • 

Direct Examination 
BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Would you give us your full name, please? A 
Helen Neal. 

Q And your address? A 2418 Seventeenth Street. 
Q Apartment 112? A Right. 

Q During their lifetime, did you know a Mr. and Mrs. 
Louis Loebl? A I certainly did. 

Q How did you happen to know them? A Well, I 
was working for them. 

Q For how long did you work for them? A Sixteen 
years. 

• * • * 

134 Q What sort of work did you do for them? 
A Domestic. 

Q How often did you visit the apartment where they 
lived? A Every day. 

# • • • 
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Q What was the occasion for your going there 

135 on that day? A The same thing I usually go 
there for, look over things, straighten out things. 

Q How long were you there? A That day, I 
wasn’t— 

THE COURT: I am not too sure I know when this is. 
MR. ROBB: August 7, 1950, the day before Mr. Loebl 
died. 

THE COURT: Yes, that is what I wanted to know. 
The day before he died? 

THE WITNESS: The day before he died. 

THE COURT: All right. Go ahead, Mr. Robb. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q What did you do there that day? A Wasn’t very 
much to do there that day because I had been there that 
Sunday; and I only went there and scrubbed the kitchen 
and bath and straightened up. 

MR. HANNAN: I can’t hear the witness. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Keep vour voice up. A I went there to straighten 
up and dust around that day. 

Q During the week previous to that,—August 8 was 
a Tuesday? A Yes, it was. 

136 Q During the week previous to that, Monday, 
August 7, how many times had you been there at 

the apartment? A Every day the week before that. 

Q How long did you stay on those days? A Well— 
Q I mean approximately? A About five hours. 

Q A day? A Some days was five, as I told you; and 
some days was two, three; just whatever I had to do. 

Q What were you doing in general? A Well, clean¬ 
ing, straightening around, fixing his meals, the week be¬ 
fore that. 

Q You cooked too? A Yes, I did. 

Q Did you serve dinner for him? A That is right. 
Q Now, the last time you were there, August 7, 1950, 
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was the apartment in order then? A Just like I left it 
I left everything as I always did leave it when he was 
living. 

Q Did you know in general what was in the apart¬ 
ment? A I know practically everything was in there. 
Q Can you tell us what was in the apartment 

137 by way of silverware? A Well, it was two silver 
chests. 

THE COURT: When? 

MR. ROBB: Just before he died. 

THE WITNESS: On the 7th. On the 7th, two silver 
chests. One in the buffet in the dining room— 

THE COURT: You say what you are about to tell me 
was there on the 7th? 

THE WITNESS: On the 7th day of August, 1950. 

THE COURT: How are you so sure whatever it is 
was there on the 7th? 

THE WITNESS: Because I left it there. I know 
what I leave there, as I did everv other day. 

THE COURT: Go ahead. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q You say there were two silver chests. Will you 
tell us where they were? A One was on the buffet, 
whatever you call it, in the dinette, little china closet in 
the dinnette and the one in the buffet in the living room, 
big buffet, china closet, whatever you call it. 

Q When you say, “silver chest” what do you mean by 
that? A A little silver chest with table silver, such as 
spoons, knives, and forks. That is what I call silver 
chest. 

138 Q Now, was there any occasion— 

THE COURT: The chest being a box? 

THE WITNESS: The one in the buffet in the living 
room was, looked like an oak box. A wooden box, looked 
like oak to me. And the one in the cabinet in the kitchen 
—I guess, black leather, the color of that. You know 
what I mean. 
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BY MR. ROBB: 

Q The Judge asked you how you knew they were 
there on the 7th, I assume you had seen them there be¬ 
fore; had you? A Yes. Every day I go in there, I 
always look around, see had anything been missing, you 
know’ what I mean. I was supposed to take care of 
things. I know they was there the 7th. 

Q Now, were there any trays there? A Yes, it was. 
One big silver tray, set up in this buffet in the living 
room. Big silver tray with pretty design in the middle. 

Q When you say “big” what do you mean ? A About 
that big (indicating). 

THE COURT: For the record, that would be what, 
about two feet? 

MR. ROBB: Indicating between two and three feet 
long. 

THE WITNESS: I guess that is it. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Do you remember any glass vases? A Yes, I 
do. 

139 Q W r hat were they? A Cut glass, two. 

Q Wliere wrere they kept? A On the little cab¬ 
inet in the kitchen. 

Q Any bowls? A Yes, it was. 

Q Wliere was that? A On the dinette table. In the 
middle of the dinette table. 

Q Wliat kind of bowl was it? A Cut glass, little legs 
on it. 

Q How big was it? A Little round bowl, about as 
round as this hat I have on, I guess. 

Q Any candlesticks there? A Yes, there vras. 

Q Where were they? A Two on the dinette table 
and one on a little table behind the door that was a can- 
dlebra, all five—one big in the middle and two little ones 
on the side. 

Q Were they glass or metal? A Silver. 


t 


39 A 


Q Any glass candlesticks? A Two on the dinette 
table. 

140 Q How about china? A I can’t name the 
china. One big cabinet of china on one side di¬ 
nette; and on this side was a cabinet of crystal glasses; 
and in the living room was,—in the bottom of that china 
closet, that was lined with china, glasses, and things. 

Q Now, was that china odd pieces or was it in sets? 
A Well, in the living room was a set and in the kitchen 
was a set with gold rims. 

Q Gold what? A Little gold rims around the top. 
Q How many pieces were there in that set? A I 
can’t tell you how many pieces; I never took the time to 
count them. 

Q I beg your pardon? A I couldn’t tell you exactly 
how many pieces. 

Q Ten, twenty, fifteen, one hundred or what? A I 
couldn’t tell you because I never did count it. 

Q Was it a large set? A That is all I can tell you; 
was a good-sized set. 

THE COURT: Describe it in your own way. 

THE WITNESS: In the kitchen the china was white, 
with a big gold rim around the edges. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q How many people could you serve with that? A 
About eight. 

141 Q How about the other china set? A Well, I 
didn’t see but one china set. 

Q One china set? A That is all I saw. 

THE COURT: And that is the china set that had a 
kind of gold rim around it? 

THE WITNESS: Deep gold rim about it. 

THE COURT: And that was kept where? 

THE WITNESS: In the china closet in the kitchen. 
THE COURT: In the kitchen? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 
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THE COURT: And so far as you recall, that is the 
only china set? 

THE WITNESS: That is the only one I saw. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Now, this silverware, table silver, had you ever seen 
that silverware used by Mr. Loebl? A Yes. Not by 
him, by Mrs. Loebl. 

Q Mrs. Loebl? A Yes. 

Q After her death, what was done with it? A It was 
still in the cabinet as she left it. 

Q Now, coming to the next summer, after Mr. Loebl 
died, did you go back to that apartment? A After he 
died? 

142 Q Yes. A The next summer? 

Q Yes. A I didn’t go in that apartment until 
Mr. Politz let me in there. 

Q Mr. Politz let you in? A That is right, to get 
some of the things. 

Q When was that? A I think it was around Oc¬ 
tober. 

Q Of what year? A ’51. 

Q And you went up there for wdiat purpose? A To 
get some of the things Mr. Loebl left me. 

Q You are the Helen Neal mentioned in Mr. Loebl’s 
will? A That is right. 

Q Did you get the things that were left to you? A 
I was supposed to get three tablecloths. I got two. 

THE COURT: First, let’s find out what was left to 
her. I can read it, but you tell me. It will save time. 

MR. ROBB: “Helen Neal, our maid for the past 16 
years, the dining room set now in the dinette, consisting 
of table, buffet, four chairs, silverware in the first drawer 
and three tablecloths with eight napkins. It is my wish, 
however, that of the silverware, the few pieces that were 
taken from the black case silver chest be returned there¬ 
to.” 
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143 BY MR. ROBB : 

Q Now, did you get the things that were left to 
you, Miss Neal? A I got two raggedy tablecloths; and I 
got three odd napkins. That is just what I got. And I 
got odd silver. 

THE COURT: You got what? 

THE WITNESS: Odd pieces of silver; and I got the 
dining suite. That is all I got out of the place. 

BY MR. ROBB : 

Q Now, you say it was in the fall of 1951, you think, 
you went up there? A It was ’51. 

Q Did Mr. Politz call you and ask you to come, or 
what? A Yes, he did. He called me twice before I 
went. 

Q Was it day or night when you went up there? 
A In the evening around about five o’clock. 

Q What was the condition of the apartment when you 
went in? A It was a wreck. 

Q What do you mean by that? A Nothing in there 
that was left in there. What was in there was all over 
the place. 

Q What do you mean, “replaced”? 

THE COURT: All over the place. 

THE WITNESS: All over the place. 

144 BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Was the china still there? A Nothing there. Noth¬ 
ing but the dishes that was in the old cabinet. Had took 
them out the old cabinet and set them up. Somebody 
took the dishes out, you know how ladies take things 
around in the cabinet. 

MR. HANNAN: I didn’t get that answer. 

MR. ROBB: Would vou read that? 

(Whereupon, the indicated answer was read by the 
reporter.) 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Dishes in the old cabinet? What do you mean by 
that? A Everyday dishes. 
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Q What do you mean by that? A Everyday dishes 
was down where the good dishes came out, when I got 
back there. 

Q By “good dishes” do you mean these things with 
the gold on them? A Yes, her china. These old dishes 
were dishes chipped and back sitting up in the cabinet. 
Q Were the good dishes there? A No, indeed. 

Q They were gone ? A Yes. 

Q Did you have any conversation with Mr. 

145 Politz about what happened to these things? A 
No, I didn’t. 

• • • • 

Cross Examination 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q It is Mrs. Neal, is it? A Yes. 

Q Mrs. Neal, do you recall how many silver vases? 
A Vases, one. 

146 Q How many? A One. One is all the silver 
vases. 

Q Only one silver vase? A Yes. 

Q Do you remember how many coffee sets there were? 
A Well, I didn’t see but one. 

Q Was that initialed or not initialed? A Yes, it was. 
Q Would you describe the initials? A Well, 1 don’t 
know the initials. 

Q Was it a single initial? A Two; was two. 

Q A double initial? 

THE COURT: What were the initials? What letter? 
THE WITNESS: Was an “L” on il^ I know, i don’t 
know what the next one was. 

THE COURT: But there were two initials? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, it was two. 

• • • • 

147 Q Mrs. Neal, you had been all through and all 
over that apartment, I take it, in sixteen years; 

hadn’t you? A Yes. 
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Q Was there any other coffee set but one there? A 
I didn’t see but one. That was on the buffet. 

Q That one never had to be cleaned, did it? A That 
is right. 

Q It was the kind of silver that you didn’t have to 
clean; is that correct? A That is right. 

Q Now, you never examined it to see whether it was 
nickel or whether it was chromium? A I wouldn’t know 
from chromium from nothing else, so I couldn’t tell you 
what it was. All I know it was silver on the outside. 
Q It looked silver? A Yes. 

Q You never turned it upside down to see whether it 
was silverplate or chromium, or nickel plate? A No, I 
wouldn’t have no cause to do that, to examine and see 
what it was. 

Q You were there sixteen years, and never had to 
clean it; isn’t that right? A That is right 
148 Q It never tarnished? A No. 

• • • • 

156 Q Now, when was the last time that you cleaned 
the silver in the silver chest that you described in 

the buffet? A I never have cleaned that. 

Q You never have? A No. 

Q When was the last time that you had that silver out 
of the silver chest in the buffet? A I never taken that 
out because he kept that always for the best 

Q Actually, your testimony is, is it not, that he 

157 didn’t use that after Mrs. Loebl’s death? A That 
is right. 

Q Nobody had it out after that; did they? A No. 

Q You had no occasion to go into that chest; did you? 

A No, not at all. 

Q You never did; did you? A That is right. 

Q Did Mr. Politz ever take dinner at the apartment 
while you were there ? A Once. 

Q Did his wife ever take dinner there? A No, not 
while I was there. 
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Q At the time that Mr. Politz took dinner, where did 
you take the silver from to serve, to put on the table? 
A The chest on top of the cabinet in the dinette. 

Q In the dinette? A That is right. 

Q Now, was that the silverware or flatware that you 
used every day? A Everyday just old silverplate; that 
is all that was, silver plated. The everyday silver, that 
was in the buffet drawer. 

Q Well, what type of silver was it in the black 
158 box in the dinette? A It had a rose design on it. 
That is all I can tell you. 

• * # • 

160 Q I see. Now, did Mr. Loebl give anything 
away during his life after Mrs. Loebl’s death, to 

your knowledge, from the apartment? A Well, to be 
truthful—I will tell the truth—he gave two pair lace cur¬ 
tains away, two blankets, four sheets, and four pillow 
cases away to Mr. — I think, to Mr. Goda. I am 

161 not sure. Mr. Politz knows Mr. Goda or whatever 
his name. 

Q Goda? A Yes. 

Q Now, after Mrs. Loebl died, Mr. Loebl went down¬ 
hill, you might say; didn’t he? A Oh, yes; oh, he start 
failing, yes, very fast. 

Q He failed very fast? A That is right. 

Q You could notice it? A Yes, I noticed he failed 
very fast. 

Q Did you find him depressed and crying at any time? 
A Well, I think w’hen she first died, he cried pretty 
much. 

Q Of course. I mean after that. A No, I never see 
him crying after that. 

Q After that initial sadness? A No. 

Q Did you see Mr. Politz at the apartment after Mrs. 
Loebl’s death, with Mr. Loebl? A As far as I can re¬ 
member, I think I saw Mr. Politz there around four times 
after she died. 
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Q After she died? A Yes. 

Q Of course, you didn’t stay there late at night; 

162 did you ? A I was always left there around seven. 

• • * * 

Q Did you know whether or not there was any gift by 
Mr. Loebl to Mrs. Politz ? A Yes, I do. 

Q What was it? A A diamond ring of Mrs. LoebPs. 
Q There were two diamond rings, weren’t there? A 
Yes, it was. 

Q Do you know what happened to the other diamond 
ring? A Dr. Maret’s wife got the other one. 

Q Dr. Maret’s wife was given that? A Yes. 

Q This was— A After Mrs. Loebl died. 

Q Right. Now, do you recall what happened to the 
pearl necklace that Mrs. Loebl had? A No, I don’t 
know what he did with that. He gave some of 

163 those things, when I was there, and some he didn’t. 

Q He would mention them to you though; 
wouldn’t he? A Yes, I saw all of them. 

Q Did he mention them all every time he gave them? 
A No, he never mentioned. How I know he give Mrs. 
Politz and Mrs. Maret the ring, he called them up and 
told them that he was giving them those; and then when 
I got back there, he told me had given to them. 

Q When did he start to give these things away? A 
Way after Mrs. Loebl’s death. 

• • • * 

164 Q As a matter of fact, he gave all of her 
jewelry away? A Yes, he give all her jewelry 

away. I think when he died, the string of beads there, 
black and—I don’t know whether glass or cutglass, a 
string of beads and earrings was left in the drawer after 
he died, after he died. 
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165 (Whereupon, Mr. Robb read the questions pro¬ 
pounded to Mr. Loebl at the time of the taking of 

his deposition on April 24, 1952; and Mr. Kistler read 
the answers given by Mr. Loebl at that time, as follows:) 
BY MR. ROBB: 

“Q Will you state your name and address? A Jer- 
rod Loebl. My business address is 430 North Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago 11, Illinois, and my residential address 
is 1350 Lake Shore Drive, Chicago, Illinois.” 

• • • • 

BY MR. ROBB : 

“Q What is your occupation? A I am an architect. 

“Q What is the name of your firm? A Loebl, 
Schlossman and Bennett. 

166 “Q Of Chicago? A Yes. 

“Q How long have you been in that profession, 
sir? A I have been a licensed architect since 1923. 

“Q Are you the father of Miss Nancy Loebl who is 
mentioned in the will of the deceased in this case? A I 
am.” 

THE COURT: Just a moment, three of you can¬ 
not look at that very well unless you sort of spread it out 
a little bit. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

“Q During his lifetime, did you know Mr. Louis Loebl? 
A I did. 

“Q How long did you know him? A I have known 
Mr. Loebl since 1922. 

“Q By the way, were you and he kin? A We were 
not. 

“Q How often did you used to see Mr. Louis Loebl? 
A When Mr. Loebl was out in Chicago, I had occasion 
to see him a number of times and when he moved down 
to Washington, from time to time as I would come down 
here I would look him up and in the later years I hardly 
ever came to Washington without spending an evening 
with him. 
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“Q Where would you see him in Washington? A 
Most of the times at his home, we would go out to din - 
ner first and then to his house and when Mrs. 

167 Loebl was alive we used to spend an evening to¬ 
gether, both outside of the house and in the house. 

“Q Do you recall the last time you saw him? A The 
last time I saw him was in October, 1949. 

“Q Where was that and what were the circumstances? 
A I was in the city on business and I called him and 
we made a date and went to dinner and after dinner he 
asked me to come to his house. 

“Q His house or his apartment? A His apartment. 

“Q What occurred then? Did you go? A I went and 
he sat me down in his living room, as usual. When you 
came to his house he always offered you a drink although 
I never drank, and so we used to laugh at that and 
finally this particular time he got out a piece of paper. 
We were not sitting there any more than five minutes and 
he brought out a piece of paper and he said, ‘I want to 
read this.’ 

“It turned out to be a will of his. • 

“I said, ‘What do you want me to read this for, Louis?’ 

“He said, ‘Well—’.” 

THE COURT: Well, now just a moment. 

MR. ROBB: We obviated that objection, I guess. We 
didn’t ask him for any more. All we got was, “Well”. Is 
that right, Mr. Willcher? 

168 MR. WILLCHER: I think so. 

THE COURT: AH right. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

“Q Please go ahead. A He had me read this will, 
which I did not want to do and did not do. It occurred 
to me he wanted me to be particularly interested in a 
paragraph pertaining to my daughter Nancy and I read 
that portion of the will. 

“Q Do you recall what that paragraph was? A It 



48 A 


mentioned the fact that he proposed to leave her some 
silverware that he had in his possession. 

Q He wanted me to read on further and I didn’t want 
to. In fact, I was embarrassed. Our relationship was 
one in which I had a great deal of respect for Louis and 
had a great deal of pride in the fact that we had the 
same name although we were not related, and whenever 
I came to visit him or Mrs. Loebl when she was alive at 
their house, it always gave me a somewhat the same 
kind of recollection of my mother and father’s household. 
It was one of the reasons I had a great liking to come 
and visit him. 

“MR. WILLCHER: What is the purpose of this nar¬ 
ration? 

“MR. ROBB: He is explaining the relationship with 
the deceased. 

“BY MR. ROBB: 

“Q Did anything else happen on that occasion? 
169 A Yes. When I put this document down he went 
and brought out a chest in which the silverware was 
and he opened it up and showed it to me. 

“Q Can you describe the chest to us? A It was a 
wooden chest, felt-lined on the inside. I did not touch the 
silverware but I looked at the various pieces. I don’t 
know how many pieces, there were in there. I did not 
count them. 

“Q What was the size of the chest? A About 
eighteen inches wide and about six inches high and twelve 
to fourteen inches deep. 

“Q By silverware, do you mean flat silverware or some 
other kind? A Flat silverware. 

“Q Go ahead. A I frankly was terrifically embar¬ 
rassed about the whole thing although I told him that I 
knew’ mv daughter would be delighted and deeply ap¬ 
preciative of the fact that his sentiments were such that 
he w’anted to remember her when he passed on, and that 
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was the end of our conversation pertaining to the silver¬ 
ware. 

“Q Did you see any other items or articles in the 
apartment on that occasion? A I did not look. 

170 “Q Was there any conversation about any items 
in the apartment that might have been mentioned 
in the will ?” 

Now, drop down to line 20. Mr. Willcher objected. 

“Q What can you tell us about :/our observation of 
Mr. Loebl as a housekeeper? Was he meticulous or other¬ 
wise? A Every time I went to the house everything 
was in perfect order. On this particular occasion in Oc¬ 
tober 1949 the balance of the evening we spent looking 
at his portfolio of pictures of his family and so forth, but 
he also brought out to me things which he had stored in 
his closet, all his Christmas cards for that coming Christ¬ 
mas that were already made out, and a number of his 
gifts that were wrapped and made out and addressed and 
they were in perfect shape and he had nothing to do in 
getting together these cards before the Christmas season. 

“Q Did your daughter ever receive the silverware? 
A She did not. 

“Q Did you ever see Mr. Loebl again after that? A 
I talked to him but never saw him. I talked to him long 
distance any number of times when he was in the hospital 
and called him at home and inquired how he was but I 
never saw him after that. 

“MR. ROBB: You may cross examine.” 

MR. ROBB: That is all we have to offer. I mean, on 
this deposition. 

• • * • 

176 Helen Neal 

was recalled as a witness, and having been previously duly 
sworn, was examined and testified further as follows: 
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Further Cross Examination 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

• • • • 

177 BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q I want to be straight about these candle- 

178 sticks. 

Mrs. Neal, the only candlesticks he had were glass 
candlesticks; is that correct? A No, it was sterling sil¬ 
ver candlebra and two candlesticks, glass. 

Q You said glass at the end of your answer? A 
What I am trying to tell you, two candlesticks was glass; 
and the candlebra was sterling silver. 

• • • • 

180 Blanche Hollander Ride 

was called as a witness and, having been first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 
BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Mrs. Hollander, would you give us your full name 
and your address, please? A Blanche Hollander Ride, 
R-i-d-e. 

THE COURT: Will you spell that again? 

THE WITNESS: R-i-d-e. 

181 MR. ROBB: I am sorry, I have been calling 
you Mrs. Hollander. 

THE WITNESS: - That is right. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Your address, please? A 3200 Sixteenth Street, 
Northwest. 

Q Mrs. Ride, are you the Mrs. Blanche Hollander who 
was mentioned in item 21 of the will of Mr. Louis Loebl? 
A Yes. 

MR. ROBB: That ilom if the Court please reads as 
follows: 
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“I give, devise and bequeath unto Mrs. Blanche Hol¬ 
lander Majestic Apartments, onr charming and devoted 
friend, the sqnare heavy cntglass vase (on the dinette 
cabinet right) and the round heavy cntglass vase (on the 
dinette cabinet left), as well as the heavy cntglass bowl 
(on dinette table) and the two engraved candle holders.” 
BY MB. BOBB: 

Q How long did yon know |Mr. Loebl, Mrs. Bide? A 
Abont 25 years. 

Q And yon also knew Mrs. Loebl? A Yes, very well 
Q Did yon nsed to go to their apartment to visit dur¬ 
ing Mrs. Loebl’s lifetime? A Oh, yes. 

182 Q And after her death? A I nsed to go np 
to see Mr. Loebl. 

Q How frequently would yon go to see him? A 
Every once in a while. 

Q Where? A At his apartment. 

Q Where was that, do yon remember? A What 
apartment does he live? 

Q At the Argonne? A At the Argonne, yes. 

Q Do yon recall the last time yon saw Mr. Loebl? 
A Yes. 

Q Abont when was that? A That was just abont a 
week before. I went away to Virginia Beach and I went 
np to say goodbye to him; and I went np there with a 
couple of girl friends of mine. 

Q Let me ask yon, how long were yon gone? A I 
was away, I think, ten days. 

Q Was he alive when yon got back? A No, no. 
When I came back, I found that he passed away. 

Q And this was abont a week before he died, yon say, 
yon went np to see him? A Yes. 

183 Q And the occasion was what? A Just to say 
hello. 

Q Was it in the evening or during the daytime? A 
That was in the evening. 
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Q Who was with you, you say? A It was a beautiful 
summer evening, two girl friends of mine. We just took 
a walk up there to say hello to him. 

Q How long were you there on that occasion? A We 
were there maybe—I doubt—about an hour, I should say. 

Q What happened at that time? A Oh, we were 
sitting around and he served us a cool drink because it 
was a very warm evening and he showed us around; and 
he wanted to show the girls what nice things he had; and 
he pointed out different things like the cutglass. 

Q Pardon me, what did he point out? A He pointed 
out one things, those candlebras, he had there. They were 
very lovely. And he pointed out what lovely things they 
are; and, of course, we agreed with him. Then he pointed 
out the cutglass there. Then he opened his buffet and 
he showed us his lovely silver there. We just looked 
in, in a silver chest he had it. He had the silver in 
there. 

184 Q What kind of silver? Are you talking about 
table ware or what? A Yes, table settings, place 
settings, yes. 

Q Now, I direct your attention to the Item 21 that 
I read to you, the square heavy cutglass vase on the 
dinette cabinet right. Do you recall seeing that there? 
A Oh, yes. 

Q On that occasion? A Oh, yes. 

Q Was that one of the pieces of glass he mentioned? 
A They were all there. We saw about three or four 
pieces there. 

Q Item 21 also mentioned the round heavy cutglass 
vase on the dinette cabinet left. A That is right. 

Q Was that there? A Yes. 

Q The heavy cutglass bowl on the dinette table? A 
Yes. 

Q Was that there? A They were all there. 

Q The two engraved candelholders, were they there? 
A Yes, they were. 
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Q Would you describe those to us, Mrs. Bidet 

185 A I think they were sterling silver and then a 
combination with crystal. They were rather tall. 

Q Could you describe them? A The sterling silver 
was this tall (indicating) and above that was the crystal. 
And the candlestick was that tall. (Indicating) 

Q Which part was silver and which part was crystal? 
A The bottom was silver and the top part was crystal. 

THE COURT: Well, now, I don’t know whether it is 
important or not, but for the record, perhaps you had 
better get the dimensions. 

BY MB. BOBB: 

Q Could you tell us about how high they were? A 
Yes. (Indicating) 

Q That is about how high, eighteen inchest A Yes. 
THE COUBT: How much silver in height? 

THE WITNESS: The silver was about that much 
(indicating). 

THE COURT: That would be, roughly, six inches 
high. 

THE WITNESS: About, yes. And, oh, I should say, 
about four or five inches of crystal above that. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Now, where were those candle holders on the occa¬ 
sion that you describe? A You haven’t been up in his 
apartment? 

186 Q Once, years ago. A It was in the kitchen¬ 
like—he had a little space like that; and he had it 

on something like this. Like a dining room and a kitchen 
is separated. A dinette and kitchen is separated. 

Q Now, Mrs. Ride, do you identify those as the two 
engraved candleholders mentioned in the will? A Those 
were engraved, because the silver—the design of it was 
all engraved. 

Q At the base? A Yes. 

Q Now, this glass ware mentioned in the will that I 
read to you, where was that again? A Well, he had 
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one piece, I think, on the table; then one on the buffet; 
and I think he had alongside of the living room was a 
little something—I just can’t make sure—you know, where 
it was. 

Q And what was the occasion for you noticing it that 
night? A He was showing it to us. 

Q Showing it to you? A Yes. 

THE COURT: How did that happen, please? 

THE WITNESS: He was showing it to us and we 
were sitting there and talking; and he was showing 

187 it to us what lovely cutglass it is. In fact, we were 
admiring how lovely it is. He said, “You just pick 

that up. How heavy that is.” He pointed that out. 

THE COURT: You had been there many times before? 
THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: Had he mentioned it before? 

THE WITNESS: No. Every now and then, we didn’t 
talk about that. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Had your two friends been there before? A No. 
Maybe once before. Once or twice, I should imagine. 

Q WTio brought up the matter of the cutglass, you or 
your friends? A No, we didn’t. We were just looking 
around there. He was showing it to us. 

Q Now, what did you receive from Mr. Politz, the 
Executor of Mr. Loebl’s will? What items did you re¬ 
ceive? A I received one bowl of cutglass. It stands on 
little legs. 

MR. HANNAN: For the record, if your Honor please, 
I renew my objection. This party is not an exceptant. 
THE COURT: Yes. The objection is blanket to all 
of this. 

188 BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Is that one of the bowls described in the 
will? A I imagine one of them, yes. 

Q What else did you receive? A I got two little 
candlesticks. 
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THE COURT: Tell me again what yon just said. 
What did you get from Mr. Politz? 

THE WITNESS: A cutglass bowl, a round bowl that 
stands on little legs, three little legs; and then I got 
two candlesticks, these cheaper kind. 

THE COURT: Silver? 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: Crystal glass? 

THE WITNESS: It is a glass. It is embossed with 
a little gold on top. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Are those the candlesticks mentioned in the will, as 
you understand it? 

MR. HANNAN: I object, as she understands it. 

THE COURT: I overrule the objection to that. 

THE WITNESS: That, I don’t know. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Are those the candlesticks described in the will? 

THE COURT: That does, inevitably call for a con¬ 
clusion. 

189 Wait a minute. What paragraph of the will is 
it? 

MR. ROBB: Paragraph 21. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Are the candlesticks you received, two engraved 
candleholders? A No; those are the silver ones that 
he mentioned. They were silver with the crystal. 

MR. HANNAN: It doesn’t say that, of course. 

THE WITNESS: But the engraving. The others that 
I got isn’t engraved. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Did you receive the square heavy cutglass vase? A 
No, sir. 

THE COURT: Did you receive any glass vase? 

THE WITNESS: No, just that round bowl that I 
described; that is all. 

THE COURT: Which is not a vase? 
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THE WITNESS: No, no; I didn’t get any vase. 

MR. HANNAN: It is cutglass though, I think, the 
testimony is. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Mrs. Ride, what could you tell us about Mr. Loebl’s 
housekeeping that you observed? A He was the tidiest 
man I ever knew, immaculate. His home was just beauti¬ 
ful, whatever he had there. 

190 THE COURT: Pardon me, a moment, Mr. 

Robb. I wanted to ask this: Did you get a heavy 
cutglass bowl from Mr. Politz? 

THE WITNESS: No, sir, I only got that one; that 
round one. 

THE COURT: Did you get a glass bowl? 

THE WITNESS: A cutglass bowl. 

THE COURT: You got a cutglass bowl? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, that is what you call it, I 
imagine. 

THE COURT: I am asking you. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Mr. Politz gave you a glass bowl? 

THE WITNESS: That is right. 

THE COURT: But you would not call it a heavy cut- 
glass bowl; is that right? 

THE WITNESS: Well, it is a heavy cut glass. It is 
a cutglass. 

THE COURT: You were left in the will a heavy cut- 
glass bowl. 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: Do you think that what Mr. Politz 
gave you is what was described in the will ? 

THE WITNESS: That is maybe one of them. 

THE COURT: I am just asking you about the glass 
bowl. 

THE WITNESS: A glass bowl, that is what I have, 
yes. 

THE COURT: Do you think that what Mr. 
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191 Politz gave you is what was described in the will 
for you? 

THE WITNESS: I imagine so. 

THE COURT: You don’t challenge that in your mind? 
THE WITNESS: I don’t, because I don’t know. I 
don’t know—it is a cutglass bowl. 

THE COURT: Had you seen it before? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, surely. 

THE COURT: In Mr. Loebl’s house? 

THE WITNESS: Oh, yes. 

THE COURT: All right. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Mrs. Ride, on the last occasion you were there at 
the apartment, was there any change in the condition of 
the apartment, so far as its neatness was concerned? A 
No. The apartment was just in order that, as I went up 
there in many, many years. It always was the same 
way. 

MR. ROBB: You may examine. 

THE COURT: Now, when was the last time you were 
there? 

THE WITNESS: Just a week before Mr. Loebl died. 
THE COURT: Before he died ? 

THE WITNESS: And I was away at the time when 
he passed away. 

THE COURT: And vou were not there after he died? 
THE WITNESS: No, no. 

202 Jack Politz 

was called as a witness and, having been first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

203 Direct Examination 
BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Will you state your name, please? A Jack Politz. 
Q What is your occupation, Mr. Politz? A Attorney. 
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Q How long have you been an attorney? A Actively, 
since 1930. 

Q Practicing in the District of Columbia? A Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 

Q You are the Executor of the Estate of Louis Lobel, 
deceased; are you not? A Yes, sir. 

Q Were you familiar with Mr. Loebl during his life¬ 
time? A Yes, sir. 

Q Did you know him personally or professionally? 
A Both. 

Q How well did you know him personally? A As 
close as a father and son. 

• • • • 

204 (Whereupon, the said documents were marked 
Respondent’s Exhibits 1 to 5, inclusive, respectively, 
for identification.) 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q I show you Respondent’s Exhibit 1 for identification 
consisting of approximately five pieces of yellow foolscap, 
and ask you to examine it and state in whose handwrit¬ 
ing, if you know, are those papers? A That is Mr. 
Loebl’s handwriting. 

Q I show you Respondent’s Exhibit No. 2, consisting 
of an envelope and a letter inside, and ask you to examine 
it and tell us who, if you know, wrote that? A That is 
Mr. Loebl’s handwriting. 

Q I show you Respondent’s Exhibit No. 3, consisting 
of approximately six copies, which purport to be per¬ 
sonal property returns for the District of Columbia, and 
ask you who put the writing, if you know, on those forms? 
A Mr. Loebl’s handwriting. 

Q I show you Respondent’s Exhibits 4 and 5, appear¬ 
ing to be file copies of wills of Louis Loebl, respondent’s 
No. 4 bearing execution date July 15, 1948, respondent’s 
No. 5 bearing execution date December 8, 1948; and ask 
you what these are? 
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MR. ROBB: Did you say file copies, Mr. Han- 

205 nan? 

MR. HANNAN: Would appear to be file copies. 

THE WITNESS: My office copies, is that what you 
mean? 

MR. HANNAN: Yes. 

THE COURT: What are they, Mr. Politz? 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, these are the wills I 
drew up from the information Mr. Loebl had brought to 
me. 

THE COURT: Four and five, right? 

MR. HANNAN: Yes. 

THE COURT: All right. 

THE WITNESS: And also the second paper shown 
to me is likewise another will. 

THE COURT: That is No. 5? 

MR. HANNAN: That is 5. 

THE WITNESS: First, I had four in my hand, your 
Honor. 

THE COURT: All right. 

THE WITNESS: Four and five were the wills that I 
had drawn up from the sheets that Mr. Loebl had brought 
to me. 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Were these wills executed in accordance with law 
at one time? A Yes, sir. 

Q They were his wills at one time; is that correct? A 
Yes, sir. 

May I answer you, Mr. Hanna, that after I had 

206 prepared it, I gave it to Mr. Loebl; and then he 
had it executed. It was not executed in my pres¬ 
ence. 

Q Now, returning for a second to Respondent’s No. 1, 
consisting of the five or six sheets of legal foolscap, yellow 
foolscap, could you tell us where that came from? A 
Yes. I found this amongst Mr. Loebl’s personal effects. 
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Q And with respect to Respondent’s No. 2, where did 
that come from? A I went to Mr. William A. Freder¬ 
ick’s home at 1213 Crittenden Street, Northwest, about 
8:30 a.m. this morning and Mr. Frederick gave me this 
letter. 

THE COURT: Today? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, your Honor. 

• • • • 

207 THE COURT: What about No. 1. You hold in 
your hand No. 1? 

MR. ROBB: Yes, sir. I hold in my hand No. 1, which 
means nothing at all to me; and I think there ought to be 
some more showing as to what this is all about before 
it is received in evidence. 

MR. HANNAN: I don’t want to testify, but I will 
make an offer. I will clear it up by an offer. 

• • • • 

208 MR. HANNAN: This is a list of the things, a 
large number of the things he had in his apart¬ 
ment; and the list shows, in many instances, the date 

when he gave them away; which of course, pre- 

209 cede his death; and the people to whom he gave 
them. And that is it. We will take item by item 

and show in many instances what happened to these 
things. 

As a matter of fact, we will show by Exhibit No. 2, 
which is a letter, which was picked up this morning from 
Mr. Frederick—who would be here but for the fact that 
he is at the Botanical Gardens, head of that; and he is 
down at the flower show—identifying a silver candlebra. 

• • • • 

210 MR. HANNAN: No. 2 has been identified as a 
letter of transmittal of a silver candlebra that we 

spent so much time on yesterday. That was the one that 
Mrs. Neal, the maid, described, and which Mrs. Blanche 
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Hollander described as being in the apartment, variously, 
the day before he died, and the week before he died. 

Now, this is postmarked October 26, 1948, this letter is. 
I offer the letter, together with an offer of proof by Mr. 
Politz, that he saw the candelbra this morning; and offer 
Mr. Arthur Willcher’s testimony that they both saw this 
candlebra this morning. Mr. Politz was familiar with 
the candlebra and it was the candlebra from that house¬ 
hold. Of course, if there was one thing that was testi¬ 
fied yesterday by Mrs. Neal it was that there was only 
one there; and Mrs. Hollander said there was only one. 

• • • • 

211 ME. HANNAN: Thank you, your Honor. 

Before I proceed further, I should like to point 

out to the Court that in Respondent’s No. 1, there is an 
entry on the first page of it, “Jerry Frederick, one sil¬ 
ver candlebra.” 

* * • • 

212 MR. HANNAN: Now, under “Helen—maid” 
there is written: “Pocketbook” and in parenthesis 

“(Alice)”; and under that, $25.00 cash”. 

At this time, your Honor, there are so many of these 
items, I should like to draw to your attention the fact it 
was testified yesterday she was given a diamond wrist- 
watch; and the next morning was asked for it back and 
given $25.00 cash. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

• * • • • 

213 BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Mr. Politz, who is Helen Politz? A That 
is my wife, Mrs. Politz. 

Q Does this notation, “Diamond dinner ring” mean 
anything to you? A Yes, that refreshes my recollection 
that after Mrs. Loebl died, he gave me two rings to show 
to my wife as to which one she would want. One was a 
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long ring which he said was a dinner ring and identified 
as a dinner ring, and one was a smaller ring; and the 
wife decided she wanted the dinner ring. So I came back 
with both rings and I told Mr. Loebl that Helen, my wife, 
liked the dinner ring and he said, “She can have it.” Then 
I gave it to my wife and she has it at this time. 

Q Now, do you recall the date? A Well, I believe it 
was in ’48 to the best of my recollection, your Honor, 
1948, after Mrs. Loebl’s death. 

MR. HANNAN: Next is “Bobby Maret” and under 
that is “Diamond dinner ring” and behind that in 

214 parenthesis is “One”. 

THE WITNESS: That was a large diamond. 
BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q So do I take it that the number of diamonds is in¬ 
dicated by the parenthetical numbers? A That is right. 
That was given to Mrs. Maret, your Honor. 

• • • • 

• MR. HANNAN: On the first page, again of the Re¬ 
spondent’s Exhibit 1, we have “Mary Lewis” in the 
middle of the page over a block of notations, within 
which, if I read correctly, I find: “One pearl necklace, 
One crystal and earrings. White NL pocketbook. Two 
pairs crocheted gloves. Three pieces” something “ster¬ 
ling set.” 

MR. ROBB: That is in a different column. 

MR. HANNAN: It is under “Mary Lewis”. 

MR. ROBB: Yes. 

MR. HANNAN: And it has been particularly, as I 
see it, placed there. And under that, “Jewelry box”. 
“Director Hoover 2 bronze shakers.” 

“Chicago Loebls, crystal set. Quartz necklace”. 
Something “MD quartz necklace. Necklace, black pearl 
necklace.” 

Under “Jerry Frederick” as mentioned, “One 

215 compact harris, one silver candlebra.” 
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On the side is noted “Hebrew Home for Aged.” 
14 pairs of underwear. 8 dresses (3 new)” and various 
other items of wear. 

Under “Oily Goda”, in the middle of the page are ap¬ 
proximately 25 items, including but not excluding “one 
suit, one tablecloth, six napkins, then another one, light 
blue robe, two pillows, four shirts, six turkish towels, 
four new kitchen towels, two cablecloths, one”—some¬ 
thing—“four, two sets napkins, six each. Marble top 
table. Two” —something—“lamps. Two floor lamps. 
Italian vase.” 

“Corrine Spolansky,” appears to be “Miscellaneous 
jewelry.” 

“McManus, six napkins, four napkins Czechoslovakian, 
miscellaneous collars and suade pocketbook.” 

Under “Anna Harris” silver lorgnette and chain”. 

Under some name here, I don’t know how far it goes up, 
it looks like a stone marten, “Miss Thomas”. 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

ME. HANNAN: “Jerry Voelker, hand painted silk 
scarf.” 

Reference to his other list shows that to be the wife 
of Carl Voelker. And, incidentlaly, this Jerry Freder¬ 
ick’s name here is a woman’s name. 

On the second page, again it is headed in columns 
216 by various names. 

“Carrie” is the first name; “Hattye” is the sec¬ 
ond name; “Sarah” is the third name. Under “Hattye” 
appears “Lina”. 

Under “Carrie” you have “821,” indicating the eighth 
month, 21st day; we don’t have the year on that. 

“Cash $60. Expense $7.” 

And under that, to Carrie: 

“Fur jacket and hat, silver fox double fur. Blue dress.” 
And so forth and so on. A lot of clothing. 

Under “Hattye Lina,” you have, “six-five, gold watch,” 
and behind it, “chain for Lina”. “Cosmetics. $20 cash.” 
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Under date of 8-21, under “Hattye” still, “via Carrie: 
gray dress. Black and white silk pajamas.” And so forth. 

And again under “Sarah”, we have “8-21, via Carrie. 

“One black pearl overblouse. Tw^o pairs pajamas.” 

Under “Anna Stiglitz” S-t-i-g-l-i-t-z as spelled here, we 
have the date “7-25. Diamond platinum wedding ring, 
gold wedding ring (grandmother’s) old black purse, sable 
fur piece, given to Jack Politz to send registered.” 

And under that, “R. Card 8-3” which we take to be 
received the card 8-3. 

Now, there are other entries on this page under “Pol- 
itzer, Regina, Nellie.” As of date 8-21, “Boliva wrist watch 
for Regina. $24.00”—it would appear to be Lynn. 

• • • • 

217 Now, the last written page in this group of Re¬ 
spondent’s No. 1, has three columns of items; and 
the heading in the center column is headed “Cabinet 8/22: 
Silver chest. Glass set,” and beside “glass set” are “eight 
water, eight wine, eight cocktail, eight champagne.” 

• • • • 

21S And, as I say, with the “glass set” there is a 
column out and at the end it says, “50 pieces”. 

“China plates, set for 12” 

“Linens, three individual tablecloths.” 

Next is “one”—I do not make out the writing. 

“RL” monagram. 

Next is “one t. c. and six napk., R.L.” I take it to be 
one table cloth and six napkins. 

Now the next is not readable; but following that is 
one coffee set, four CN.” 

THE COURT: For what? 

MR. HANNAN: Four c. 

THE COURT: Small “c”? 

MR. HANNAN: Small “c”, small “n”. Under that, but 
scratched out, is “I do. (Fitzgerald)” and that is scratched 
out. Under that is “1 embr set”—embordered set, I take 
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it to be. “4 n.c.t. and cl.” Might be “four napkins and 
cloth.” 

Under that, “six napkins—folded,” stricken out. 

Under that, “four n. cz si. folded.” I take it to be four 
napkins Czechoslovakian, folded.” 

Under that, “8 n. Czcho Slovak,” I take it to be 8 nap¬ 
kins, Czechoslovakian. 

“Six large napkins LL monagram”. 

“Six do.”—that is six large napkins—“R.L.”, 
219 “monogrammed.” 

• • • • 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Mr. Politz, from whom did you receive Respondent’s 
No. 2? A Mr. William Frederick, your Honor. 

THE COURT: This morning? 

THE WITNESS: This morning at about 8:30 a.m. 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q At what address? A At 1213 Crittenden Street, 
Northwest. 

Q In whose company were you at that time? A Mr. 
Arthur L. Willcher was with me. 

* • • • 

221 BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Now, Mr. Politz, did you see a candlebra in 
Mr. and Mrs. Frederick’s home this morning? A Yes, 
sir. 

Q Did you recognize that candlebra? A It looked to 
be the same as I had seen at one time at the Loebl’s. 

MR. HANNAN: Now, if your Honor please, I offer 
in evidence also what would purport to be copies in the 
handwriting of the deceased of the personal property tax 
returns made to the District of Columbia for the 

222 years 1951, 1950,1949,1945. 

MR. ROBB: 1951, you say? 

MR. HANNAN: And 1944. That is right. 

THE COURT: Now, for what purpose do you offer 
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those? And why all of them, all the way back to 1944? 

MR. HANNAN: I want to show, if your Honor please, 
the valuation which the deceased, himself, put upon all 
of the items, china and silver, that he had in his posses¬ 
sion, and to show the diminimus. 

• * • • 

224 THE COURT: I think it is admissible. I see 
your point. Again, it is a matter of weight of 

value, but I am sure it is admissible. 

• * • t 

225 MR. HANNAN: Furniture, $800. Rugs and 
carpets, $100. Previous year, $150.00. Television set, 
$60. Silver, china, glassware, linen, $50.00. Total house¬ 
hold effects, $1100.00. 

Similarly, the year before, furniture, $800; rugs, $150; 
radio, $10; silver, china, glassware, linen, $50; total $1,- 
010 . 00 . 

The year 1946, ’47 and ’48 apparently are summarized 
on a sheet of paper wherein he gave approximately 

226 the same return each year; and there, again, his 
silver, china, and linen amounted to $50. 

I think you will find from this Respondent’s Exhibit 
No. 3 that though he changed the other items, he didn’t 
change the silver, china and linen from $50; and we go 
back to 1944. 

THE COURT: It will be received. 

• • * • 

228 Cross Examination 

BY MR. ROBB: 

• • • • 

229 BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Mr. Politz, did you ever make any inventory 
of Mr. Loebl’s effects? A What time are you 

230 referring to? 

Q At any time? A Yes, when I was asked 
by Judge McGuire to file one, your Honor. 
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THE COURT: When was that? 

THE WITNESS: That was, I would say, recently, 
your Honor, within the last several months. 

THE COURT: Why didn’t you make one right away 
as soon as you were appointed and took over? WTiy 
didn’t you make an inventory then? 

THE WITNESS: I went to the appraisers, Your 
Honor, for that purpose. Mr. Willcher asked me to do 
that. And they asked me what was in the apartment, 
as far as I can recall; and I believe that was in a mat¬ 
ter of days, your Honor, after Mr. Loebl’s death. I know 
it was the early part of August. And they informed me, 
in view of the fact, from what they had been told, that 
the value would be less than $1000, that they would not 
come out. 

• • • • 

231 THE COURT: You said you thought it was 
less than $1000? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

THE COURT: That is beside the point insofar as 
my question is concerned. You were named and qualified 
as Executor. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: You knew, of course, from the will 
that there were a number of specific bequests. You told 
us already, somewhere it developed, that you had told 
Mr. Loebl that some of the things he was giving away, 
he didn’t even have. In any case, you were on notice that 
the will said, A gets this; B gets this, and so on. Why 
didn’t you go right up there and make a list of every¬ 
thing he had in the place? 

THE WITNESS: Your Honor, the only thing I could 
answer the question by saying that the place was locked 
up. I did not make it. 

THE COURT: You had a key to it? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I did. 
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THE COURT: My question is, why didn’t you make 
your own inventory of what was in there? 

THE WITNESS: I had taken up the matter with 
Mr. Willcher, your Honor, and it was discussed back 
and forth; and it was at one time decided that we might 
take all the things out and put it in storage, at which time 
the inventory would have been made. But in view 

232 of the fact that we felt, in discussing the matter 
and also, I believe, at the office of the Registrar 

of Wills, that it would be costlier by moving and putting 
it in storage, rather to leave it there, because the rent 
was low and lock the place up, keep everything as it was. 
That is the onlv answer I can give you, vour Honor. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Mr. Politz, at the hearing before Judge McGuire, 
on November 6, 1952, Judge McGuire, in your presence, 
asked Mr. Willcher why he wrote to all the beneficiaries 
telling them that they might pick up the things that had 
been left to them; and Mr. Willcher said, at page 7 of 
the transcript: 

“The only explanation I can give your Honor is this: 
that at the outset of the case, I advised that an inventory 
should be taken.” 

Now, did Mr. Willcher so advise you? A That is 
right. That is why I followed his instructions and I 
came to Court. 

Q At the outset of the case, did he advise you to take 
an inventory? A That is correct. 

Q Just as soon as Mr. Loebl died; is that right? A 
That is right. 

Q Mr. Willcher went on: 

233 “Mr. Politz advised me that he had been down 
to the Register of Wills Office and the appraisers 

who told him an inventory was unnecessary. I, there¬ 
fore, assumed it was all there.” 

The only person who went to the Register of Wills 



Office and told them about the value of the property was 
you; is that right? A That is right. 

Q You didn’t have any appraisal made; did you? A 
No, sir. 

Q Did you ever have any appraisers go up there? 
A I had two gentlemen; one by the name of Sam Rosen¬ 
berg and one Ralph Weschler. They did not go up for 
the purpose of appraising. They came up there for the 
purpose of looking at things that were left to Mrs. Politz 
and myself, because Mrs. Politz would not have any of 
it; and while they were there, they looked around. 

Q That vras in the summer of 1951; wasn’t it? A I 
believe so. 

Q About a year after Mr. Loebl’s death? A It was 
before the estate was closed. 

Q Now, Mr. Politz, will you please tell us, sir, what 
were the items that you thought were not among Mr. 

Loebl’s assets when he came to you with his will? 
234 What particular items? A When he was refer¬ 
ring to— 

Q Would you just answer the question? A I am 
trying to. 

Q All right, sir. A WTien I looked at his will, that 
is, in the rough draft that he had prepared for me to 
follow’, he mentioned silver. I said, “Mr. Loebl, I have 
never seen silver in your apartment.” 

Q So it is your position, is it not, sir, that Mr. Loebl 
had never had any silver chest, as you described in his 
will? A I didn’t say that. I said I had never seen it. 

Q Oh. Is it your testimony that he never had any 
such silver chest? A Mr. Robb, I cannot answer that 
question. 

Q All right, sir. What else had you never seen among 
the items that he mentioned in his w T ill? A I don’t re¬ 
call everything that I went into at the time; but from 
the yellow sheet that he had given me, and I looked at 
it hurriedly, and what I observed in what he had writ- 
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ten, I hadn’t seen before, or knew about, I expressed 
myself to Mr. Loebl. 

Q Were the items bequeathed to Mrs. Zorndorf 

235 some of the items that you thought he didn’t have? 
Do you want to look at the will? A I can’t say 

whether I discussed that with him or not. I don’t recall 
that. 

THE COURT: What paragraph is that? 

MR. ROBB: Paragraph 15. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Would you look at paragraph 15 and tell us if any 
of those items was among the items which you felt that 
Mr. Loebl didn’t have? A That could have been. I can’t 
say right now whether it was or not, your Honor. 

• * • • 

236 Q So in the early part of June or in July, 1951, 
you did make an inspection of the apartment to find 

what was there and w’hat was not there; did you? A 
Well, I went there for the purpose of distributing the 
things that were there to the people as described in his 
will. 

Q Now, was that before Mr. Willcher wrote all the 
legatees and told them to come and get their bequests? 
A Oh, no, that was probably many months afterwards. 

Q Many months afterwards? A Yes. It was many 
months afterwards that I went to the apartment. 

Q Mr. Willcher wrote those letters on July 26, 1951; 
didn’t he? A If he wrote those letters then—may I see 
those letters? You say, July 26? 

MR. ROBB: Do you have a copy of one of those let¬ 
ters, Mr. Willcher? 

MR. WILLCHER: Yes, sir. 

• • • • 

237 BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Mr. Politz, vour counsel, Mr. Willcher, has 
handed me carbon copies of 11 letters, all dated July 26, 
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1951. The first of these, which I will read, is addressed 
to Miss Nancy Loebl, 5861 North Sheridan Road, Chicago, 
Illinois. 

“Dear Miss Loebl: 

“Yon have been left by Louis Loebl a silver chest with 
contents, set for eight persons, 54 pieces. 

“Will you kindly advise me when, during the next week 
or ten days, you can make arrangements to pick this up 
and give me a receipt? 

“Very truly yours”. 

That was signed by you, Mr. Willcher? 

MR. WILLCHER: Yes, sir. 

MR. ROBB: There are similar letters addressed to 
Miss Mary Lewis, Gyuri and Kati Goda, Miss Oily Goda, 
Mrs. Blanche Hollander, Mr. Carl Voelker, Mrs. Rita 
Zomdorf, Mrs. Helen Neal, Mr. Geza Goda, Jack Politz, 
Esq., Mrs. Corinne Spolansky. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Now, is it your testimony, Mr. Politz, that 
238 before those letters were written you had never 
examined the property left by Mr. Louis Loebl to 
see whether or not the items mentioned in those letters 
were actually there? 

# * * • 

Q When did you first hear that Mr. Willcher had 
written to the legatees? A When I received a letter 
from— 

THE COURT: When what? 

THE WITNESS: When I received a witness—excuse 
me just a minute. When I received this letter, your 
Honor, which is addressed to me. 

THE COURT: What letter is it? 

THE WITNESS: It is a letter dated July 26, 1951, 
addressed to Jack Politz, Denrike Building, Washington, 
D. C. 

“Dear Jack:” 

THE COURT: Sent by whom? 


* 
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THE WITNESS: Sent by Arthur L. Willcher. 

239 THE COURT: Read it to me. 

THE WITNESS: “Under paragraph 24 of the 
Loebl will, you are to receive a hard-carved mahogany 
dining set, two table lamps and the two tables. 

“According to paragraph 25 of the will, there is to be 
shipped to Jelka Erdesz, the oil portraits of LoebTs 
father and mother, family album, gray shawl in the bot¬ 
tom drawer of the large buffet in the bedroom. 

“According to paragraph 26 of the will, wearing ap¬ 
parel, suits, overcoats, shirts, collars, neckties, underwear 
and shoes, should be given to the Hebrew Home for the 
Aged. Some of the things should be given to Mrs. Sax¬ 
ton, the resident manager of the Chalfonte for distribu¬ 
tion among the colored help. 

“Very truly yours,”. 

No signature but the initials on the left “ALW :BF”. 

I called Mr. Willcher after I received that letter and 
we discussed that he had sent these letters out. I said, 
“Well, now, Arthur, I have been at the apartment and a 
number of these things, are not there that are mentioned 
in the will.” 

* • • • 

Q So you had been to the apartment to see whether 
these things were there? A As I say, I was there in 
July. Because he had told me to prepare to get 

240 all those things out. 

THE COURT: Who had? 

THE WITNESS: Mr. Willcher. Because he wanted 
to wind up the estate. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q So it is now your testimony that you knew, prior 
to the writing of those letters, that some of the items 
mentioned were not there? A As far as I remember, 
I had not discussed this with Mr. Willcher. 

Q Now, I will show you a photostat of a letter on your 
stationery, signed by you, which you testified in your 
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deposition that you wrote and signed, and was sent to 
Mrs. Zomdorf. 

* • • • 

241 THE COURT: Go ahead. 

BY MR. ROBB: 

Q Is it your testimony that prior to the time you 
wrote that letter, you didn’t know that some of those 
items mentioned in that letter weren’t there? 

* * • • 

243 MR. HANNAN: Mr. Willcher, would you take 
the stand, please? 

Thereupon, 

ArtJmr L. Willcher 

was called as a witness, and having been first duly sworn, 
was examined and testified as follows: 

Direct Examination 

BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Your name is Arthur L. Willcher; you are an at¬ 
torney with offices in the Denrike Building; is that right? 
A Investment Building. 

Q Investment Building now. 

Mr. Willcher, did you know Mr. Loebl during his life¬ 
time? A I think I spoke to him once or twice on the 
telephone. Never met him personally. 

Q You were retained by Mr. Politz as attorney for 
this estate; were you not? A Yes, sir. 

• • • • 

245 Q I ask you, Mr. Willcher, did you receive this 
letter from Mr. Politz? A Yes. 

246 THE COURT: Read it. 

MR. HANNAN: Dated August 12, 1950: 
“Arthur L. Willcher, Esquire, Continental Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

“Dear Arthur: 

“The number of the Loebl Estate Case filed 8/12/50 
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is 75972. In talking to Marques, the appraiser, he ad¬ 
vised that where the property involved is set forth as 
being valued at or about $1000, no appraisal is necessary.’* 

And then he referred to another case that he was 
handling. 

“Very truly vours.” 

Signed “Jack Politz”. 

• • • • 

250 BY MR. HANNAN: 

Q Mr. Willcher, after you were retained by Mr. 

Politz, there came a time when you sent out these letters 
that have been referred to here, copies of which have been 
referred to. Could you tell us for what purpose these 
were sent? A It was a letter of notification to all of 
the legatees in the will that we were making distribution 
of the estate. That was the purpose of it I had my secre¬ 
tary copy whatever was in the will and send a letter to 
each of the legatees, specifying what was in the will, 
and telling them we want to make distribution. 

Q Is that an unusual procedure? A Not at 

251 all. 

Q Is it required? ( 

THE COURT: Though you didn’t know at the time 
you told her to do that, whether the stuff was there or 
not? 

THE WITNESS: There was no inventory. I had no 
way of knowing. I didn’t know. 

THE COURT: You just assumed it was there? 

THE WITNESS: I assumed everything was there, 
yes. 

* • • • 

252 • • • letters out? A I told Mr. Politz the ad¬ 
ministration was approaching an end; he would 

have to make distribution and wind the estate up. 

Q You didn’t tell him specifically you were going to 
send these letters out? A I have no recollection, no. 

MR. HANNAN: I have no further questions. 


i 
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Cross Examination 
BY MB. ROBB: 

Q Mr. Willcher, did Mr. Politz ever tell you before 
you sent those letters out that he thought perhaps some 
of the things mentioned in the will weren’t there? A I 
have no recollection. He may have. 

Q Well, if he had, would you have sent those letters 
out? A Possibly. 

Q Even if he told you the things weren’t there, you 
still would have written to the legatees? A In the ab¬ 
sence of an inventory, I wouldn’t have any way of know¬ 
ing what was there. 

Q If Mr. Politz told you the things weren’t there, you 
wouldn’t have written these people and asked them to 
come and get them? A Yes, I would, probably. 

253 Q You would? A I would have itemized every¬ 
thing that was in the will and told them. 

Q Even though you didn’t know? A He didn’t say 
nothing was there. I am sure certain things were there. 
I saw certain things myself. 

Q Isn’t it a fact that Mr. Politz never told you that 
any of the items mentioned in vour letters weren’t there? 
A I have just answered your question. I don’t know 
whether he did or not. I have talked to him any number 
)f times. 

MR. ROBB: That is all. Thank you. 

* • • • 

254 Jack Politz 

was recalled as a witness, and having been previously 
duly sworn, was examined and testified further as fol¬ 
lows: 

Direct Examination 


BY MR. HANNAN: 
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Q Mr. Politz, with respect to the watch of Mr. 
255 Loebl, and the stickpin and the FBI keys, taking 
them each in turn, can yon tell ns, if yon know, 
where they are at this time? A The stickpin, I hadn’t 
seen and I don’t have, your Honor. The last time I had 
seen him with the stickpin was when he complained about 
it making holes in the type of tie that he was wearing. 
He was wearing black ties, your Honor, after Mrs. 
Loebl’s death. He didn’t vrant to wear any sort of pin 
or anything else that would make a hole in his tie. I 
haven’t seen the pin since the last time I saw him wear it. 



